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THE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

OF  THE 

COMMONWEALTH  OF  PENNSYLVANIA 


To  His  Excellency, 


Harrisburg,  Pa.,  April  6,  1915. 


The  Honorable  MARTIN  G.  BRUMBAUGH, 

Governor  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania. 


Sir:  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  said  Commonwealth, 

in  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  Section  48,  Article  VI,  of  the 
Act  of  Assembly  of  July  2G,  1913,  presents  herewith  its  annual 
report. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  said  Act  of  Assembly,  the  Act  creating 
the  Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commission  was  repealed,  and  it 
was  provided  that  the  Public  Service  Commission,  “when  appointed  as 
aforesaid,  shall  have  power  to  hear  and  determine  any  pending  cases 
transferred  to  it  by  the  Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commission, 
and  to  dispose  of  the  unfinished  business  of  said  State  Railroad  Com-  , 
mission.” 

On  the  first  of  January,  1913,  there  were  pending  before  the  Penn- 
sylvania State  Railroad  Commission  seventy-three  cases  arising  out 
of  various  causes  of  complaint,  which  are  set  forth  in  detail  in 
Appendix  A,  Part  1,  of  this  report.  Of  these  cases,  sixty-seven  have 
since  been  finally  determined  and  closed. 

Between  January  1,  1913,  and  July  26,  1913,  at  which  latter  date 
the  Railroad  Commission  went  out  of  existence,  there  were  filed 
with  that  Commission  one  hundred  and  four  formal  complaints.  Of 
these  cases,  one  hundred  and  one  have  been  finally  determined,  many 
of  them  after  the  taking  of  testimony  and  repeated  hearings.  The 
details  showing  the  general  manner  of  the  disposition  of  these  cases 
will  be  found  in  Appendix  B,  Part  1.  In  Appendix  0,  Part  1,  are 
set  forth,  with  considerable  fullness  and  sufficient  scope  to  enable 
the  reader  to  understand  the  questions  involved  in  the  decisions 
rendered  and  the  reasons  upon  which  they  are  based,  all  of  the 
cases  determined  by  the  Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commission 
between  January  1,  1913,  at  which  time  the  last  report  of  that 
Commission  ended,  and  July  26,  1913,  when  it  finally  closed  its 
labors. 
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A financial  statement  covering  the  operations  of  the  Pennsylvania 
State  Eailroad  Commission  between  the  same  dates  is  attached  hereto 
as  Appendix  E,  Part  1,  and  it  shows  that  the  Commission  during  the 
period  defined  expended  .|43,S43.80,  of  which  the  principal  items 
were  sums  paid  for  the  salaries  of  officers  and  employes,  $18,090.66; 
lor  the  salaries  of  the  Commissioners,  $13,287.68;  for  the  services 
of  experts,  $10,000.00;  and  expenses  of  traveling  to  different  parts 
of  the  State,  $1,178.19. 

When  the  Public  Service' Commission  came  into  existence,  there 
were  transferred  to  it  fifty-one  cases  which  had  been  pending  before 
the  Eailroad  Commission  and  had  not  been  decided.  Forty-five  of 
these  cases  have  since  been  determined  by  The  Public  Service  Com- 
mission and  finally  closed. 

P>etween  July  26,  1913,  when  The  Public  Service  Commission  com- 
menced the  performance  of  its  duties,  and  June  30,  1914,  two  hun- 
dred and  fifty-one  complaints  were  filed.  These  complaints  are  of 
a very  varied  character  and  in  them  are  represented  nearly  all  of 
the  difficulties  which  may  arise  between  public  service  companies 
and  the  communities  whose  needs  they  were  incorporated  to  serve. 

Among  the  allegations  of  imperfect  service  are  those  of  excessive 
and  discriminatory  rates  for  transportation,  for  light,  heat  and 
power  and  for  water;  the  refusal  of  service;  the  neglect  to  provide 
drinking  water  at  railroad  stations  and  on  cars;  the  refusal  to  stop 
railroad  trains  at  stations;  the  shortage  of  cars  and  improper  ar- 
'langement  of  the  routes  for  cars;  the  failure  to  provide  stations  on 
railroads;  insufficient  train  service;  insufficient  heat  on  the  trains; 
delay  in  trauportation ; excessive  mileage  charges;  improper  com- 
bination of  passenger  and  freight  service;  loss  of  weight  in  freight 
during  transportation;  overcrowding  of  passenger  cars;  the  failure 
to  establish  stations  and  the  doing  away  with  stations  already 
established;  the  use  of  defective  gas  and  water  meters;  the  putting 
of  inconveniently  high  steps  on  passenger  cars;  the  insanitary  con- 
dition of  cars;  the  damage  caused  by  sparks  from  locomotives;  the 
discontinuance  of  train  service;  the  refusal  to  extend  water  mains 
and  other  service  facilities;  unjust  demurrage  charges;  the  failure 
to  provide  toilet  accommodations ; and  the  maintenance  of  dangerous 
grade  crossings.  Of  these  cases,  one  hundred  and  twenty-nine  have 
been  finally  decided,  often  to  the  satisfaction  of  both  parties,  with 
a saving  of  the  expense  and  delay  of  lawsuits,  and  nearly  all  of  these 
still  pending  await  the  filing  of  pleadings  or  the  convenience  of 
parties  and  counsel  in  arranging  times  for  the  hearings.  In  the  ap- 
pendix to  this  report,  Appendices  C and  D,  Part  II,  will  be  found 
summaries  of  these  cases  which  give  as  succinctly  as  was  feasible 
the  questions  which  were  raised  in  them  and  the  conclusions  which 
were  reached  by  the  Commission. 
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Section  11  of  Article  III  of  the  Act  of  July  26,  1913,  provides 
that  “No  contract  or  agreement  between  any  public  service  com- 
pany and  any  municipal  corporation  shall  be  valid  unless  approved 
by  the  commission.”  Within  the  period  heretofore  designated,  be- 
tween the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  Act  and  the  30th  of  June,  1914, 
including  the  latter  date,  one  hundred  and  fifty-three  such  contracts 
have  been  submitted  to  the  Commission  for  its  approval.  All  of 
these  contracts  were  examined  and,  except  in  one  instance,  were  ap- 
proved, although  some  of  them  were  modified  in  such  a way  as  to 
make  them  comport  with  the  requirements  of  safety  and  the  con- 
venience of  the  public.  Certificates  of  Public  Convenience  were  is- 
sued upon  them  to  the  effect  that  they  were  necessary  for  the  service, 
accommodation  or  safety  of  the  public. 

One  case,  in  which  the  certificate  was  refused,  attracted  more  at 
tention  than  all  of  the  others  and  it  was  almost  at  once  followed 
by  an  effort  upon  the  part  of  the  officers  of  some  of  the  smaller 
municipalities  throughout  the  State  to  have  this  part  of  the  Act 
modified.  The  case  was  one  where  it  was  proposed  to  burden  a 
minor  municipality  with  two  sets  of  poles  and  wires  for  furnishing 
light,  heat  and  power.  It  is  the  evident  intention  of  the  Act,  as 
it  exists,  that  excess  of  rates  and  imperfection  of  service  shall  be 
remedied,  not  by  attempted  competition,  accompanied  by  duplica- 
tion of  expense,  as  formerly,  but  by  the  exercise  by  the  Commission 
of  the  control  and  authority  vested  in  it  over  the  corporation  sup- 
plying the  service.  This  is  a new  method  in  Pennsylvania,  though 
long  in  use  elsewhere,  to  which  her  people  have  not  yet  grown  en- 
tirely accustomed.  It  is  altogether  probable  that  when  they  learn 
by  experience  that  there  is  a tribunal  to  which  they  may  apply  in 
their  differences  with  the  jmblic  service  companies,  and  that  the 
installation  of  competing  companies  with  the  duplication  of  unsafe 
and  unsightly  poles  and  wires  affords  only  uncertain  and  temporary 
relief,  they  will  be  more  satisfied  with  this  provision  of  the  Act. 
Its  repeal  would,  however,  relieve  the  Commission  from  many  bur- 
dens and,  in  the  view  of  the  Commisison,  it  is  a matter  to  be  de- 
termined by  the  wisdom  of  the  Legislature,  having  regard  to  the 
best  interests  of  the  people. 

The  Commisison  has,  by  rule,  required  that  previous  to  the  con- 
sideration of  these  contracts,  notice  of  the  application  shall  be  given 
by  advertisement  in  the  newspapers  of  the  locality.  This  order  has 
resulted  in  giving  individual  citizens  the  opportunity  to  be  heard 
and  to  have  their  interests  considered  and  protected,  which  otherwise 
would  have  been  disregarded  or  only  established  after  tedious  and 
sometimes  expensive  litigatiton  in  the  courts.  The  contracts  which 
were  examined  exhibited  a great  lack  of  uniformity  with  respect  to 
terms,  rates,  and  the  services  to  be  rendered  in  different  municipali- 
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ties,  and  oftentimes  a want  of  proper  and  necessary  provisions. 
The  Commisison  is  making  a thorough  study  of  all  the  classes  of 
public  service  companies,  with  the  purpose  of  securing  as  nearly  as 
may  be  practicable  such  uniformity  in  connection  with  municipal 
contracts. 

Between  January  1,  1914,  at  which  time  the  Act,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  Section  54,  of  Article  VI,  went  into  effect,  and  June  30, 
1914,  ninety-eight  applications  werU  presented  to  the  Commission 
asking  for  the  approval  of  charters  of  corporations,  the  mergers  of 
corporations,  the  abolition  of  grade  crossings  and  other  matters  re- 
quiring the  assent  of  the  Commission  before  they  could  become  ef- 
fective. All  of  these  applications,  some  of  them  of  grave  importance, 
have  been  decided.  In  a number  of  them  the  orders  which  had  been 
asked  for  by  the  applicants  were  modified  in  such  a way  as  to  protect 
the  interests  of  the  public. 

During  this  period  sixty-one  crossings,  which  had  existed  where 
railroads  and  railways  crossed  other  railroads  or  railways  at  grade, 
were  abolished  entirely.  In  six  other  instances,  under  grade  cross- 
ings, and  in  eight  other  instances,  overhead  crossings,  were  substi- 
tuted and  established.  When  the  danger  to  life,  person  and  property 
is  given  due  consideration,  it  is  impossible  to  overestimate  the  bene- 
fit to  the  community  which  has  resulted  and  is  likely  to  result  in 
the  future  from  such  action.  Having  regard  to  the  comparatively 
short  time  which  the  Commission  has  been  in  existence,  it  must  be 
conceded  that  in  this  direction  much  has  been  accomplished.  Had 
nothing  else  been  done,  this  result  alone  would  appear  to  be  a 
justification  of  the  judgment  of  those  who  were  responsible  for  the  — 
creation  of  the  Commission.  The  provision  of  the  Act  of  July  26, 
1913,  with  respect  to  the  abolition  of  grade  crossings,  is  the  first 
and  only  comprehensive  plan  ever  established  under  legislative  au- 
thority within  the  State  for  the  elimination  of  these  dangerous  con- 
ditions, and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  every  effort  will  be  made  to  con- 
tinue and  increase  its  effectiveness. 

The  number  of  the  accidents  and  casualties  which  occur  in  the  State 
in  the  operation  of  the  transportation  facilities  deserves  the  thought- 
ful consideration  of  the  Commission,  the  Legislature,  the  Governor, 
and  all  in  authority.  Between  July  26,  1913,  and  June  30,  1914, 
thirteen  thousand  three  hundred  and  fifty-one  persons  were  more  or 
less  injured  in  the  course  of  the  operation  of  the  railroads  and  rail- 
ways of  the  State.  Of  these,  ten  thousand  one  hundred  and  ninety 
occurred  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  railroads,  and  three 
thousand  one  hundred  and  sixty-one  in  connection  with  the  operation 
of  railways.  Fifteen  passengers,  three  hundred  and  twenty-eight 
employes,  five  hundred  and  fifty-five  trespassers,  and  ninety-three  un- 
classified persons,  were  killed  upon  the  railroads.  Fifteen  employes. 
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nineteen  passengers,  twenty  trespassers  and  one  hundred  and  sixteen 
unclassified  persons,  were  killed  upon  the  railways.  This  appears  to 
be  a tremendous  toll  of  injury  to  pay  for  the  moving  around  of  men 
and  freight,  and  doubtless  by  proper  provision  much  of  it  could  be 
obviated.  One  hundred  and  twenty-four  persons  were  injured  or 
killed  at  grade  crossings.  The  circumstances  of  every  serious  accident 
occurring  within  the  above  period  were  inquired  into,  upon  the 
ground,  by  the  Investigator  of  Accidents  and  reported  to  the  Com- 
mission. 

The  Commission  has  issued  general  orders  that  passenger  railway 
cars  shall  be  supplied  with  hoisting  jacks  with  which  the  car  may  be 
lifted  in  case  of  accident,  that  the  conductors  of  railway  cars  invari- 
ably precede  the  cars  in  crossing  railroad  tracks,  and  that  passengers 
be  not  permitted  to  stand  on  the  front  platforms;  and  these  orders 
have  been  enforced  and  generally  obeyed.  A most  unusual  accident 
occurred  during  this  period  at  Phoenixville.  An  express  train  struck 
and  killed  a woman  at  the  entrance  of  a tunnel.  The  train  stopped 
within  the  tunnel  while  the  accident  to  the  woman  was  being  investi- 
gated and  there  some  of  the  trainmen  were  asphyxiated  by  the  ac- 
cumulation of  gas.  This  occurrence  has  led  to  an  investigation,  now 
in  progress  by  the  Commission,  with  regard  to  the  manner  of  construc- 
tion and  the  existing  condition  of  all  the  tunnels  within  the  State, 
some  of  which  tunnels  were  constructed  at  a time  when  locomotives 
and  cars  were  much  less  in  size  and  trains  much  less  frequent  than 
they  are  at  present,  in  order  to  ascertain  whether  or  not  they  are 
adapted  to,  and  adequate  for,  the  traffic  of  today  and  sufficient  pro- 
visions for  safety  established. 

The  Commission,  by  general  order,  has  required  the  railroads  to 
provide  drinking  water  and  individual  drinking  cups  upon  the  pass- 
enger cars  and  at  the  .stations. 

The  Commission  has  established  a Bureau  of  Tariffs  to  supervise 
and  systematize  the  numerous  tariffs  of  public  service  corporations 
which  are  required  to  be  filed  with  it. 

It  has  organized  a Bureau  of  Accounts  and  Statistics  to  supervise 
the  methods  of  bookkeeping  used  by  the  various-  public  service  cor- 
porations and  to  solve  the  complicated  mathematical  problems  which 
arise  over  questions  of  rates  and  tariffs,  and  otherwise. 

It  has  likewise  organized  a Bureau  of  Engineering  to  furnish  in- 
formation concerning  the  physical  problems  which  arise  with  respect 
to  crossings  at  grade  and  underground  and  overhead,  and  in  the  con- 
struction of  railroads,  railways,  the  location  of  poles  and  wires  for 
telephones,  heat,  lighting,  power;  and  in  many  other  ways. 

The  laws  of  most  of  the  State  relating  to  public  service  commissions 
require  that  the  meters  upon  the  premises  of  the  consumers  shall  be 
tested  by  representatives  of  the  respective  commissions,  and  this  has 
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resulted  in  an  extensive  organization  with  provisions  for  salaries  and 
necessary  expenses.  The  Act  of  July  26, 1913,  provided  that  this  Com- 
mission may  establish  rules  and  regulations  governing  the  furnishing 
of  water,  gas,  electricity,  steam  heat,  etc.,  and  that  the  public  service 
companies  shall  keep  a proper  apparatus,  approved,  stamped  and 
marked  by  the  Commission,  for  testing  the  meters.  In  obedience  to 
this  requirement,  the  Commission  has  adopted  and  promulgated 
“Rules  and  Regulations  pertaining  to  Gas,  Electric,  Heating  and 
Water  Utilities,”  requiring  certain  standards  of  service  with  respect 
to  pressure,  quantity,  quality,  etc.,  and  that,  where  service  is  measured 
by  meters,  the  public  service  companies  shall  regularly  and  systematic- 
ally test  their  meters.  The  Commission  has  adopted  and  carried  into 
effect  a system  of  testing  and  marking  the  standards  used  by  the  pub- 
lic service  companies  for  the  purpose  as  stated,  and  the  result  is  that 
many  of  the  jmblic  service  companies  are  adopting  more  efficient 
methods  and  apparatus  for  meter  testing,  accompanied  by  greater 
accuracy  and  more  complete  records.  This  is  an  advantage  to  the 
consumers  and  to  the  companies  as  well.  Many  companies  are  co- 
operating in  this  important  work  and  rendering  great  assistance  to 
the  bureau  of  the  Commission  charged  with  the  duty  of  attending 
to  its  requirements. 

During  the  six  months  ending  June  30,  1914,  eighty-five  issues  of 
stocks  and  bonds  by  public  service  corporations,  covering  securities 
of  the  value  of  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars,  have  received  the  at- 
tention of  the  Commission. 

The  entire  expenditures  of  the  Commission  between  August  4,  1913, 
and  June  30, 1914,  amounted  to  the  sum  of  but  |117, 291.71,  but  it  may 
be  reasonably  anticii)ated  that,  as  the  people  learn  to  come  to  the 
Commission  with  their  grievances  and  its  work  grows  with  the 
rapidity  recently  shown,  it  will  be  necessary  to  provide  for  a con- 
siderably increased  expenditure. 

The  Commission  recommends  amendments  to  the  Act  of  July  26, 
1913,  and  certain  other  legislation,  as  follows: 

1.  An  amendment  enabling  the  Commission,  in  its  discretion,  when 
it  becomes  necessary,  to  prevent  tariffs  and  rates  from  going  into  effect 
until  after  the  expiration  of  ninety  days,  in  order  to  give  time  to  the 
Commission  to  determine  their  reasonableness. 

2.  An  amendment  regulating  the  payment  of  witness  fees,  mileage 
and  like  costs  incident  to  hearings  before  the  Commission. 

3.  An  amendment  to  Section  3 of  Article  V of  “The  Public  Service 
Company  Law”  dealing  with  the  regulation  of  rates  by  striking  out 
the  word  “inadequate”  and  the  provision  therein  relating  to  undue, 
unjust  and  unreasonable  discrimination  and  preference  as  to  service 
and  facilities,  which  should  be  included  in  the  previous  section  of  Ar- 
ticle V,  dealing  with  the  regulation  of  service  and  facilities. 
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4.  An  amendment  to  Section  2 of  Article  V,  of  “The  Public  Ser- 
vice Company  Law”  dealing  with  the  regulation  of  service  and  facili- 
ties by  inserting  therein  that  portion  of  Section  3 of  Article  V,  which 
should  be  stricken  out  of  the  latter  section  as  above  mentioned. 

5.  An  Act  making  trespassers  upon  railroads  liable  to  arrest  and 
punishment.  The  i^assage  of  such  an  Act  has  been  heretofore  recom- 
mended by  the  Pennsylvania  State  Eailroad  Commission  and  its  im- 
portance is  again  earnestly  urged  upon  the  attention  of  the  legislative 
authorities. 

6.  An  Act  requiring  the  steam  railroads  to  make  just  compensa- 
tion for  loss  and  damage  of  property  resulting  from  fires  caused  by 
railroads  and  arising  within  one  hundred  feet  of  their  rights  of  way, 
outside  of  the  territorial  limits  of  cities  and  boroughs.  Much  damage 
occurs  to  adjoining  property  owners  and  to  the  forests  owned  by  the 
State  caused  by  fires  due  to  the  operation  of  railroads,  for  which  there 
can,  under  existing  law,  be  no  recovery  of  just  compensation  because 
of  the  inability  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  prove  negli- 
gence. The  duty  to  exercise  the  necessary  police  supervision  to  pre- 
vent these  fire  losses  can  readily  be  committed  by  the  railroad  com- 
panies to  their  track  walkers. 

Drafts  of  Acts  of  Assembly  in  accordance  with  these  suggestions  are 
herewith  presented. 

The  Commission  held  one  hundred  and  sixty-five  meetings  in  Har- 
rasiburg,  eleven  meetings  in  Philadelphia  and  six  meetings  in  Pitts- 
burgh. In  addition  to  these  meetings,  there  were  held  by  the  various 
Commissioners  meetings  and  inspections  in  the  Counties  of  Beaver, 
Berks,  Blair,  Cameron,  Centre,  Chester,  Clearfield,  Lancaster,  Mont- 
gomery, Schuylkill  and  Union. 

All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted: 

(Signed)  Samuel  W.  Pennypacker, 

Chairman. 

S.  LaRue  Tone, 

Emory  R.  Johnson, 

Milton  J.  Brecht, 

Charles  F.  Wright, 

Frank  M.  Wallace, 

Walter  H.  Gaither. 
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DRAFT  OF  SUGGESTED  LEGISLATION. 


AN  ACT 

To  amend  Section  Fonr,  of  Article  Five,  of  an  Act  entitled : “An  Act 
delining  public  service  companies  and  providing  for  their  regula- 
tion by  prescribing  and  delining  their  duties  and  liabilities;  pre- 
scribing, defining,  and  limitingAheir  powers,  and  regulating  their 
incorporations,  and  to  a limited  extent  regulating  municipal  cor- 
porations engaged  or  about  to  engage  in  the  business  of  public 
service  companies ; creating  and  establishing  a Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  regulation  aforesaid;  prescribing  and  defining  the 
]>owers  and  duties  of  such  Commission  and  its  officers,  including 
the  exclusive  power  to  regulate  the  construction,  alteration,  re- 
location, or  abolition  of  the  crossings  of  railroad  corporations, 
street  railway  coi-poralions,  or  other  public  service  companies,  and 
of  public  highways  by  the  tracks  or  other  facilities  of  said  com- 
panies; providing  for  the  ascertainment  by  the  Commission  of  the 
expense  and  damages  resulting  from  such  construction,  alteration, 
relocation,  or  abolition,  and  for  the  payment  of  such  expense  and 
damages,  severally  or  ju-oportionately,  by  the  public  service  com- 
panies interested,  the  State,  or  municipal  corporation  concerned, 
and  giving  persons  whose  property  is  thereby  taken,  injured,  or 
destro}"ed,  authority  to  sue  the  Commonwealth  for  damages  in  such 
cases;  providing  for  tlie  terms,  salaries,  aird  compensation  of  the 
members  of  the  commission,  its  officers,  counsel,  and  employes; 
prescribing  and  regulating  the  practice  and  procedure  before  such 
commis.sion,  and  upon  appeal  and  judicial  review  of  its  orders  and 
determinations  by  the  courts  of  common  pleas;  and  giving  the 
court  of  common  pleas  of  Dauphin  County  exclusive  jurisdiction  of 
such  appeals  in  certain  cases,  and  of  all  injunctions,  mandamus,  or 
other  appropriate  proceedings  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  this 
act  and  the  orders  of  the  commission,  and  to  restrain  such  orders, 
subject  to  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Couid;  prescribing  penalties, 
fines,  and  imprisonment  for  the  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this 
act  and  for  the  violation  of  the  orders  of  said  commission;  making 
it  the  duty  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  enforce  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act  approved  the  nineteenth  day  of  June,  one  thousand 
nine  hundred  and  eleven,  entitled  ‘An  act  to  promote  the  safety 
of  travelers  and  employes  on  railroads,  by  compelling  common 
carriers  by  railroad  to  properly  man  their  trains,’  by  amending 
section  nine  thereof;  repealing  the  act  approved  the  thirty-first 
day  of  May,  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  seven,  which  provided 
for  the  appointment  of  the  Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commis- 
sion ; and  sections  one  and  two  of  the  act,  approved  the  fourth 
day  of  June,  one  tliousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-three,  entitled 
‘An  act  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  seventeenth  article  of 
the  Constitution,  relative  to  railroad  and  canals;’  and  an  act, 
entitled  ‘To  provide  the  maximum  car  service  charges,  including 
car  storage  charges,  that  railroad  companies  and  corporations,  or 
associations,  may  charge  and  collect  on  each  car  loading,  and  not 
unloaded  within  the  free  time  for  unloading  cars,  and  fixing  the 
free  time  that  shall  be  allowed  for  unloading  cars,’  approved 
twenty-fourth  day  of  May,  Anno  Domini  one  thousand  nine  hun- 
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dred  and  seven;  and  the  proviso  of  danse  three  and  the  provisos 
of  clause  seven  of  section  thirtv-fonr  of  the  act,  entitled  ‘An  act 
to  provide  for  the  incorporation  and  regulation  of  certain  cor- 
porations,’ approved  the  twenty-ninth  day  of  April,  one  tliousand 
eiglit  Imndred  and  seventy-four,  and  all  other  legislation  incon- 
sistent with  or  supplied  by  this  act,”  approved  July  twenty-sixth, 
one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  thirteen,  so  as  to  vest  in  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  the  CommonweaUh  of  Pennsyh'ania  the 
power  to  suspend,  for  a period  of  ninety  (laj's,  any  proposed  in- 
creased rates  of  public  service  companies. 

Section  1.  Be  it  enacted,  &c..  That  section  four,  of  article  five, 
of  an  Act  entitled:  “An  act  defining  public  service  companies;  and 
providing  for  their  regulation  by  prescribing  and  defining  their 
duties  and  liabilities;  prescribing,  defining,  and  limiting  their  powers, 
and  rgeulating  their  incorporations,  and  to  a limited  extent  regulat- 
mg  municipal  corporations  engaged  or  about  to  engage  in  the  business 
of  public  service  companies;  creating  and  establishing  a Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  regulation  aforesaid;  prescribing  and 
defining  tlie  powers  and  duties  of  such  Commission  and  its  officers, 
including  the  exclusive  power  to  regulate  the  construction,  alteration, 
relocation,  or  abolition  of  the  crossings  of  railroad  corporations, 
street  railway  corporations,  or  other  public  service  companies,  and  of 
public  highways  Iw  the  tracks  or  other  facilities  of  said  companies: 
providing  for  the  ascertainment  by  the  Cojumis.sion  of  the  expense 
and  damages  resulting  from  such  construction,  alteration,  relocation, 
or  abolition,  and  for  the  payment  of  such  expense  and  damages, 
severally  or  proportionately,  by  the  public  service  coni])auies  inter- 
ested^ the  State,  or  municipal  corporation  concerned,  and  giving 
persons  whose  property  is  thereby  taken,  injured,  or  destroyed, 
authority  to  sue  the  Commonwealth  for  damages  in  such  cases; 
providing  for  the  terms,  salaries,  and  compensation  of  the  members 
of  the  commission,  its  officers,  counsel,  and  employes;  prescribing 
and  regulating  the  practice  and  procedure  before  such  commission, 
and  upon  appeal  and  judicial  review  of  its  orders  and  determinations 
by  the  courts  of  common  pleas;  and  giving  the  court  of  common 
pleas  of  Dauphin  County  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  such  appeals  in 
certain  cases,  and  of  all  injunctions,  mandamus,  or  other  appropriate 
proceedings  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  this  act  and  the  orders  of 
the  commission,  and  to  restrain  such  orders,  subject  to  an  appeiU 
to  the  Supreme  Court;  prescribing  penalties,  fines,  and  imprisonment 
for  the  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this  act  and  for  the  violation 
of  the  orders  of  said  commission;  making  it  the  duty  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  to  enforce  tlie  provisions  of  tlie  act  approved 
the  nineteenth  day  of  June,  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  eleven, 
entitled  “An  act  to  promote  the  safety  of  travelers  and  employes  on 
railroads,  by  compelling  common  carriers  by  railroad  to  properly 
man  their  trains,”  by  amending  section  nine  thereof;  repealing  the 
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act  approved  the  thirty- first  day  of  May,  one  thousand  pine  hundred 
and  seven,  which  provided  for  the  appointment  of  the  Pennsylvania 
State  Railroad  Commission ; and  sections  one  and  two  of  the  act, 
a]iproved  the  fourth  day  of  June,  one  thousand  eiglit  hundred  and 
eiglity-three,  entitled  “An  act  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the 
seventeenth  article  of  the  Constitution,  relative  to  railroads  and 
canals;”  and  an  act,  entitled  “To  provide  the  maximum  car  service 
charges,  including  car  storage  charges,  that  railroad  companies  and 
corporations,  or  associations,  may  charge  and  collect  on  each  car 
loading,  and  not  unloaded  within  the  free  time  for  unloading  cars, 
and  fixing  the  free  time  tliat  shall  be  allowed  for  unloading  cars,” 
api)roved  twenty-fourth  day  of  May,  Anno  Domini  one  thousand  nine 
hundred  and  seven;  and  the  proviso  of  clause  three  and  the  provisos 
of  clause  seven  of  section  thirty-four  of  the  act,  entitled  “An  ac- 
to  provide  for  the  incorporation  and  I’egulation  of  certain  corpora- 
tions,” approved  the  twenty-ninth  day  of  April,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  seventy-four,  and  all  other  legislation  inconsistent  with 
or  supplied  by  this  act,”  approved  July  twenty-sixth,  one  thousand 
nine  hundred  and  thirteen, which  reads  as  follows: 

“Section  4.  Whenever  the  commission  receives  notice  of  any 
change  proposed  in  any  tariff  or  schedule  filed  or  posted  under  the 
provisions  of  this  act,  it  shall  have  power,  either  upon  complaint  or 
upon  its  own  motion,  and,  if  it  so  orders,  without  answer  or  other 
formal  pleading  by  the  interested  public  service  company,  after 
notice,  to  hold  a public  liearing,  and  make  investigations  as  to  the 
propiiety  of  sucli  proposed  change  and  of  the  new  rate,  practice,  or 
classification.  After  such  hearing  and  investigation,  whether  com- 
pleted before  or  after  such  change  goes  into  effect,  the  commission 
may  make  such  order  in  reference  to  the  new  rate,  practice,  and 
classification  as  would  be  proper  in  a proceedings  initiated  after  the 
same  had  become  effective.  At  any  such  hearing  involving  any  pro- 
posed increase  in  any  rate,  the  burden  of  proof  to  show  that  such 
increased  rate  is  just  and  reasonable  shall  be  upon  the  public 
service  company. 

The  commission  shall  have  power,  in  its  discretion,  and  for  good 
cause  shown,  to  permit  changes  in  the  tariffs  or  schedules  filed  and 
published,  upon  less  than  the  thirty  days’  notice  specified  in  article 
two,  section  one  (f),  of  this  act,  or  upon  other  conditions  which  shall 
be  just  and  reasonable. 

The  commission  shall  also  have  power,  in  its  discretion,  where  any 
notice  of  increase  in  any  rates,  fares,  tolls,  or  charges  of  a public 
service  company  has  been  filed,  to  require  by  general  rule  or  special 
order  that  such  company  shall  furnish  to  its  shippers,  consumers, 
or  other  patrons  a certificate  or  other  evidence  of  payments  made  by 
them  in  excess  of  the  prior  established  rate.”  be  and  the  same  hereby 
is  amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 
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“Section  4.  Whenever  the  commission  receives  notice  of  any 
change  proposed  in  any  tarilf  or  schedule  tiled  or  posted,  under  the 
provisions  of  this  act,  it  shall  have  power,  either  upon  complaint, 
or  upon  its  own  motion,  and  if  it  so  orders,  without  answer  or  other 
formal  pleading  by  the  interested  public  service  company,  after  notice, 
to  hold  a public  hearing  and  make  investigations  as  to  the  propriety 
of  such  proposed  change  and  of  the  new  rate,  FARE,  TOLL, 
CHARGE,  classiflcation,  REGULATION  OR  PRACTICE,  and 
PENDING  SUCH  HEARING  AND  INVESTIGATION  AND  THE 
DETERMINATION  OF  THE  COMMISSION  THEREON  THE 
COMMISSION,  UPON  FILING  WITH  SUCH  NOTICE  OF 
CHANGE  PROPOSED  IN  ANY  TARIFF  OR  SCHEDULE  AND 
DELIVERING  TO  THE  PURLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OR  PUB- 
LIC SERVICE  COMPANIES  AFFECTED  THEREBY,  A STATE- 
MENT IN  WRITING  OF  ITS  REASONS  FOR  SUCH  SUSPEN- 
SION, MAY  SUSPEND  THE  OPERATION  OF  SUCH  TARIFF  OR 
SCHEDULE  AND  DEFER  THE  USE  OF  SUCH  RATE,  FARE, 
TOLL,  CHARGE,  CLASSIFICATION,  REGULATION  OR  PRAC- 
TICE, BUT  NOT  FOR  A LONGER  PERIOD  THAN  NINETY 
DAYS  BEYOND  THE  TIME  WHEN  SUCH  RATE,  FARE, 
CHARGE,  CLASSIFICATION,  REGULATION  OR  PRACTICE, 
WOULD  OTHERWISE  GO  INTO  EFFECT,  AND  AFTER  FULL 
HEARING,  WHETHER  COMPLETED  BEFORE  OR  AFTER  THE 
RATE,  FARE,  TOLL,  CHARGE,  CLASSIFICATION,  REGULA- 
TION OR  PRACTICE  GOES  INTO  EFFECT,  THE  COMMISSION 
MAY  MAKE  SUCH  ORDER  IN  REFERENCE  TO  SUCH  RATE, 
FARE,  TOLL,  CHARGE,  CLASSIFICATION,  REGULATION  OR 
PRACTICE  AS  WOULD  BE  PROPER  IN  A PROCEEDING  INI- 
TIATED AFTER  THE  SAME  HAD  BECOME  EFFECTIVE.  AT 
ANY  SUCH  HEARING  INVOLVING  ANY  PROPOSED  IN- 
CREASE IN  ANY  RATE,  PARE,  TOLL  OR  CHARGE,  THE  BUR- 
DEN OF  PROOF  TO  SHOW  THAT  THE  PROPOSED  INCREASED 
RATE,  FARE,  TOLL  OR  CHARGE  IS  JUST  AND  REASON- 
ABLE, SHALL  BE  UPON  THE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY. 

The  commission  shall  have  power,  in  its  discretion,  and  for  good 
cause  shown,  to  permit  changes  in  the  tariffs  or  schedules  filed  and 
published,  upon  less  than  the  thirty  days’  notice  specified  in  article 
two,  section  one  (f),  of  this  act,  or  upon  other  conditions  which  shall 
be  just  and  reasonable. 

The  comnussion  shall  also  have  power,  in  its  discretion,  where  auy 
notice  of  increase  in  any  rates,  fares,  tolls,  or  charges  of  a public 
service  company  has  been  filed,  to  require  by  general  rule  or  special 
order  that  such  company  shall  furnish  to  its  shipi)ers,  consumers, 
or  other  patrons  a certificate  or  other  evidence  of  payments  made  by 
them  in  excess  of  the  prior  established  rate.” 
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AN  ACT 

To  amend  section  two,  of  article  six,  of  an  Act  entitled:  “An 
act  delining  public  service  companies;  and  providing  for  their 
regulation  by  prescribing  and  deliniug  tlieir  duties  and  liabilities; 
prescribing,  deliniug,  and  limiting  their  powers,  aud  regulating 
their  incorporations,  and  to  a limited  extent  regulating  municipal 
corporations  engaged  or  about  to  engage  in  the  business  of  public 
service  companies;  creating  and  establishing  a Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  regulation  aforesaid;  prescribing  and  defining  the 
powers  and  duties  of  such  Commissiou  aud  its  officers,  including 
the  exclusive  power  to  regulate  the  construction,  alteration,  re- 
location, or  abolition  of  the  crossings  of  railroad  corporations, 
street  railwaj’’  corporations,  or  other  public  service  companies, 
and  of  public  highways  by  the  tracks  or  other  facilities  of  said 
companies:  providing  for  the  ascertainment  by  the  Commission  of 
the  expense  and  damages  resulting  from  such  construction,  altera- 
tion, relocation,  or  abolition,  and  for  the  payment  of  such  expense 
and  damages,  severally  or  proi»ortionately,  by  the  public  service 
companies  interested,  the  State,  or  municipal  corporation  con- 
cerned, and  giving  i)ersons  whose  property  is  thereby  taken,  injured, 
or  destroyed,  authority  to  sue  the  Commonwealth  for  damages  in 
such  cases ; providing  for  the  terms,  salaries,  and  compensation  of 
the  members  of  the  commissiom  its  officers,  counsel,  and  employes; 
prescribing  and  regulating  the  jjractice  aud  ])rocedure  before  such 
commissiou,  and  upon  appeal  and  judicial  review  of  its  orders  and 
determinations  by  the  courts  of  common  pleas;  and  giving  the 
court  of  common  pleas  of  Dauiffiin  County  exclusive  jurisdiction 
of  such  appeals  in  certain  cases,  and  of  all  injunctions,  mandamus, 
or  other  appropriate  proceedings  to  enforce  tlie  provisions  of  this 
act  and  the  orders  of  the  commission,  and  to  restrain  such  orders, 
subject  to  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court;  prescribing  penalties, 
fines,  and  imprisonment  for  the  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this 
act  and  for  the  violation  of  the  orders  of  said  commission; 
making  it  the  duty  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  enforce 
the  provisions  of  the  act  approved  the  nineteenth  day  of  June,  one 
thomsand  nine  hundred  and  eleven,  entitled  ‘An  act  to  promote 
tlie  safety  of  travelers  and  employes  on  railroads,  by  compelling 
common  carriers  by  railroad  to  properly  man  their  trains,’  by 
amending  section  nine  thereof;  repealing  the  act  approved  the 
thirty-first  day  of  May,  one  thoiisand  nine  hundred  and  seven, 
which  provided  for  tlie  appointment  of  the  Pennsylvania  State 
Railroad  Commission;  and  sections  one  and  two  of  the  act,  ap- 
proved the  fourth  day  of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty-three,  entitled  ‘An  act  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the 
seventeenth  article  of  the  Constitution,  relative  to  railroads  and 
canals;’  and  an  act,  entitled  ‘To  provide  the  maximum  car  service 
charges,  including  car  storage  charges,  that  railroad  companies 
and  corporations,  or  associations,  may  charge  and  collect  on  each 
car  loading,  and  not  unloaded  within  the  free  time  for  unloading 
cars,’  and  fixing  the  free  time  that  shall  be  allowed  for  unloading 
cans,’  approved  the  twenty-fourth  day  of  May,  Anno  Domini  one 
thousand  nine  hundred  and  seven;  and  the  proviso  of  clause  three 
and  the  provisos  of  clause  seven  of  section  thirty-four  of  the  act, 
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entitled  ‘An  act  to  provide  for  the  incorporation  and  regulation 
of  certain  corporations,’  approved  the  twenty-ninth  day  of  April, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-four,  and  all  other  legisla- 
tion inconsistent  with  or  supplied  by  this  act,”  approved  July 
twenty-sixth,  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  thirteen,  regulating 
witness  fees,  mileage,  cost  of  service  of  subpoenas  and  costs,  and 
the  payment  thereof  in  proceedings  before  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania. 

Section  1.  Be  it  enacted,  &c..  That  section  two  of  article  six, 
of  an  Act  entitled:  “An  act  defining  public  service  companies;  and 
providing  for  their  regulation  by  prescribing  and  defining  their 
duties  and  liabilities;  prescribing,  defining,  and  limiting  their  powers, 
and  regulating  their  incorporations,  and  to  a limited  extent  regulat- 
ing municipal  corporations  engaged  or  about  to  engage  in  the  business 
of  public  service  companies;  creating  and  establishing  a Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  regulation  aforesaid;  prescribing  and 
defining  tlie  powers  and  duties  of  such  Commission  and  its  officers, 
including  the  exclusive  power  to  regulate  the  construction,  alteration, 
relocation,  or  abolition  of  the  crossings  of  railroad  corporations, 
street  raihvay  corporations,  or  other  public  service  companies,  and  of 
public  highwaA''s  by  the  tracks  or  other  facilities  of  said  companies: 
providing  for  the  ascertainment  by  the  Commission  of  the  expense 
and  damages  resulting  from  such  construction,  alteration,  relocation, 
or  abolition,  and  for  the  payment  of  such  expense  and  damages, 
severally  or  proportionately,  by  the  public  service  companies  inter- 
ested, the  State,  or  municipal  corporation  concerned,  and  giving 
persons  whose  property  is  thereby  taken,  injured,  or  destroyed, 
authority  to  sue  the  CommoiiAA’ealth  for  damages  in  such  cases; 
providing  for  the  terms,  salaries,  and  compensation  of  the  members 
of  the  commission,  its  officers,  counsel,  and  employes;  i)rescribing 
and  regulating  the  ])ractice  and  i)rocedure  before  such  commission, 
and  upon  appeal  and  judicial  revicAV  of  its  orders  and  determinations 
by  the  courts  of  common  pleas;  and  giving  the  court  of  common 
pleas  of  Dauphin  County  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  such  appeals  in 
certain  cases,  and  of  all  injunctions,  mandamus,  or  other  appropriate 
proceedings  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  this  act  and  the  orders  o'” 
the  commission,  and  to  restrain  such  orders,  subject  to  an  appeal 
to  the  Supreme  Court;  prescribing  penalties,  fines,  and  imprisonment 
for  the  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this  act  and  for  the  violation 
of  the  orders  of  said  commission;  making  it  the  duty  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  act  approved 
the  nineteenth  day  of  June,  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  eleven, 
entitled  ‘An  act  to  promote  the  safety  of  travelers  and  employes  on 
railroads,  by  compelling  common  carriers  by  railroad  to  properly 
man  their  trains,’  by  amending  section  nine  thereof;  repealing  the 
act  approved  the  thirty-first  day  of  May,  one  thousand  nine  hundred 
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and  seven,  which  provided  for  the  appointment  of  the  Pennsylvania 
vState  Eailroad  Commission;  and  sections  one  and  two  of  the  act, 
approved  the  fonrtli  day  of  June,  one  tlionsand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty-three,  entitled  ‘An  act  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the 
seventeenth  article  of  tlie  Constitution,  relative  to  railroads  and 
canals;’  and  an  act  entitled  ‘To  pi’ovide  the  maximum  car  service 
charges,  including  car  storage  charges,  that  railroad  companies  and 
corporations,  or  associations,  may  charge  and  collect  on  each  car 
loading,  and  not  unloaded  witliin  the  free  time  for  unloading  cars, 
and  fixing  tlie  free  time  that  shall  be  allowed  for  unloading  cars,’ 
approved  twenty-fourth  day  of  May,  Anno  .Domini  one  thousand  nine 
hundred  and  seven;  and  the  proviso  of  clause  three  and  the  provisos 
of  clause  seven  of  section  thirty-four  of  the  act,  entitled  ‘An  act 
to  provide  for  the  incorporation  and  regulation  of  certain  corpora- 
tions,’ approved  the  twenty-ninth  day  of  April,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  seventy-four,  and  all  otlier  legislation  inconsistent  with 
or  supjdied  by  this  act,”  approved  July  twenty-sixth,  one  thousand 
nine  hundred  and  thirteen, which  reads  as  follows: 

“Section  2.  The  commission  may  require  copies  of  books,  papers, 
or  abstracts  thereof,  to  be  sent  to  it  in  any  part  of  the  Common- 
wealth, in  all  cases  in  which  it  would  have  the  right  to  examine  the 
originals  or  compel  their  production  before  it.  All  subpoenas  issued 
by  the  commission  shall  be  under  its  seal,  and  shall  be  signed  by 
a commissioner  or  by  the  secretary,  and  may  be  served  by  any  adult 
in  any  j>art  of  this  Commonwealth. 

Each  witness  required  to  attend  before  the  commission  or  a com- 
missioner shall  receive  for  each  day’s  attendance  the  sum  of  one 
dollar  and  fifty  cents,  and  shall  receive,  in  addition,  the  sum  of  three 
cents  for  each  mile  circular  traveled  by  such  witness,  by  the  usual 
route,  between  his  home  and  the  place  where  his  presence  is  required. 

All  disbursements  made  in  the  payment  of  such  fees  shall  be 
included  in,  and  paid  in  the  same  manner  as  is  provided  for  the  pay- 
ment of  other  expenses  of  the  commission. 

The  fees  for  serving  a subpoena  shall  be  the  same  as  those  paid 
the  sheriff  for  similar  services.  The  fees,  expenses,  and  costs  of, 
or  in  connection,  with,  any  hearing  may  be  imposed  by  the  commis- 
sion upon  any  party  to  the  record,  or  may  be  divided  between  any 
or  all  parties  to  the  record  in  such  proportions  as  the  commission 
may  determine,”  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  amended  so  as  to  read 
as  follows; 

“Section  2.  The  commission  may  require  copies  of  books,  papers, 
or  abstracts  thereof,  to  be  sent  to  it  in  any  part  of  the  Common- 
wealth, in  all  cases  in  which  it  would  have  the  right  to  examine  the 
originals  or  compel  their  production  before  it.  All  subpoenas  issued 
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by  the  commission  shall  be  under  its  seal,  and  shall  be  signed  by 
a commissioner  or  by  the  secretary,  and  may  be  served  by  any  adult 
in  any  part  of  this  Commonwealth. 

Each  witness  required  to  attend  before  the  commission  or  a com- 
missioner shall  receive  for  each  day’s  attendance  the  sum  of  one 
dollar  and  fifty  cents,  and  shall  receive,  in  addition,  the  sum  of  three 
cents  for  each  mile  circular  traveled  by  such  witness,  by  the  usual 
route,  between  his  home  and  the  place  where  his  presence  is  required. 
THE  FEES  FOR  SERVING  A SUBPOENA  SHALL  BE  THE 
SAME  AS  THOSE  PAID  THE  SHERIFF  FOR  SIMILAR  SERV- 
ICES. SUCH  WITNESS  FEES,  MILEAGE  AND  FEES  FOR 
SERVING  A SUBPOENA  SHALL  BE  PAID  BY  THE  PARTY 
TO  THE  PROCEEDING  SUBPOENAING  SUCH  WITNESS.  THE 
WITNESS  FEES,  MILEAGE  AND  COSTS  OF  SERVING  SUB- 
POENAS ISSUED  AT  THE  INSTANCE  OF  THE  COMMISSION 
AND  NOT  AT  THE  INSTANCE  OF  ANY  PARTY  TO  THE  PRO 
CEEDING  SHALL  BE  PAID  BY  THE  COMMISSION. 

ALL  DISBURSEMENTS  WHICH  MAY  BE  MADE  BY  THE 
COMMISSION  IN  THE  PAYMENT  OF  WITNESS  FEES,  MILE- 
AGE AND  COSTS  OF  SERVING  SUBPOENAS  SHALL  BE  IN- 
CLUDED IN  AND  PAID  IN  THE  SAME  MANNER  AS  IS  PRO 
VIDED  FOR  THE  PAYMENT  OF  OTHER  EXPENSES  OF  THE 
COMMISSION. 

THE  SAID  WITNESS  FEES,  MILEAGE  AND  FEES  FOR 
SERVING  SUBPOENAS  AND  EXPENSES  AND  COSTS  OF  OR 
IN  CONNECTION  WITH  ANY  HEARING  MAY  BE  IMPOSED 
BY  THE  COMMISSION  UPON  ANY  PARTY  TO  THE  RECORD, 
OR  MAY  BE  DIVIDED  BETWEEN  ANY  OR  ALL  PARTIES  TO 
THE  RECORD  IN  SUCH  PROPORTIONS  AS  THE  COMMISSION 
MAY  DETERMINE.” 


AN  ACT 

To  amend  the  second  and  third  sections  of  article  five  of  an  act  en- 
titled : “An  act  defining  public  service  companies;  and  providing  for 
their  regulation  by  prescribing  and  defining  their  duties  and  liabili- 
ties ; prescribing,  defining,  and  limiting  ther  powers,  and  regulating 
their  incorporations,  and  to  a limited  extent  regulating  municipal 
corporations  engaged  or  about  to  engage  in  the  business  of  public 
service  companies;  creating  and  establishing  a Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  regulation  aforesaid;  prescribing  and  defining  the 
powers  and  duties  of  such  Commission  and  its  officers,  including 
the  exclusive  power  to  regulate  the  construction,  alteration,  re- 
location, or  abolition  of  the  crossings  of  railroad  corporations, 
street  railway  corporations,  or  other  public  service  companies. 
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and  of  public  highways  by  the  tracks  or  other  facilities  of  said 
companies:  providing  for  the  ascertainment  by  the  Commission  of 
the  expense  and  damages  resulting  from  such  construction,  altera- 
tion, relocation,  or  abolition,  and  for  the  payment  of  such  expense 
and  damages,  severally  or  proportionately,  by  the  public  service 
companies  interested,  the  State,  or  municipal  corporation  con- 
cerned, and  giving  persons  whose  property  is  thereby  taken,  injured, 
or  destroyed,  authoritv^  to  sue  the  Commonwealth  for  damages  in 
such  cases;  providing  for  the  teTms,  salaries,  and  compensation  of 
the  members  of  the  commission,  its  officers,  counsel,  and  employes; 
j>rescribiiig  and  regulating  the  ijractice  and  procediire  before  such 
commission,  and  upon  appeal  and  judicial  review  of  its  orders  and 
determinations  by  the  courts  of  common  pleas;  and  giving  the 
court  of  common  pleas  of  Dauphin  County  exclusive  jurisdiction 
of  such  appeals  in  certain  cases,  and  of  all  injunctions,  mandamus, 
or  other  ai)propriate  proceedings  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  this 
act  and  the  orders  of  the  commission,  and  to  restrain  such  orders, 
subject  to  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court;  prescribing  penalties, 
fines,  and  imprisonment  for  the  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this 
act  and  for  the  violation  of  the  orders  of  said  commission ; 
making  it  the  duty  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  enforce 
the  provisions  of  the  act  approved  the  nineteenth  day  of  June,  one 
thousand  nine  hundred  and  eleven,  entitled  ‘An  act  to  promote 
tlie  safety  of  travelers  and  emjfioyes  on  railroads,  by  compelling 
common  carriers  by  railroad  to  properlj"  man  their  trains,’  by 
amending  section  nine  thereof;  repealing  the  act  approved  the 
thirty-first  day  of  May,  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  seven, 
which  provided  for  the  appointment  of  the  Pennsylvania  State 
Railroad  Commission ; and  sections  one  and  two  of  the  act,  ap- 
proved the  fourth  day  of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty-three,  entitled  ‘An  act  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the 
seventeenth  article  of  the  Constitution,  relative  to  railroads  and 
canals;’  and  an  act,  entitled  ‘To  provide  the  maximum  car  service 
charges,  including  car  storage  charges,  that  railroad  companies 
and  corporations,  or  associations,  may  charge  and  collect  on  each 
car  loading,  and  not  unloaded  withiji  the  free  time  for  unloading 
cars  and  fixing  the  free  time  that  shall  be  allowed  for  unloading 
cars,’  approved  the  twenty-fourth  day  of  May,  Anno  Domini  one 
thousand  nine  hundred  and  seven;  and  the  ])roviso  of  clause  three 
and  the  provisos  of  clause  seven  of  section  thirty-four  of  the  act, 
entitled  ‘An  act  to  provide  for  the  incorporation  and  regulation 
of  certain  corporations,’  approved  the  twenty-ninth  day  of  April, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-four,  and  all  other  legisla- 
tion inconsistent  with  or  supplied  by  this  act,”  approved 
July  twenty-sixth,  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  thirteen. 

Section  1.  P>e  it  enacted,  &c..  That  section  two  of  article  five 
of  an  Act  entitled:  “An  act  defining  public  service  companies;  and 
providing  for  their  regulation  by  prescribing  and  defining  their 
duties  and  liabilities;  prescribing,  defining,  and  limiting  their  powers, 
and  regulating  their  incorporations,  and  to  a limited  extent  regulat- 
ing municipal  corporations  engaged  or  about  to  engage  in  the  business 
of  public  service  companies;  creating  and  establishing  a Public 
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Service  Commission  for  the  regulation  aforesaid;  prescribing  and 
defining  tlie  powers  and  duties  of  such  Commission  and  its  officers, 
including  the  exclusive  i)ower  to  regulate  the  construction,  alteration, 
relocation,  or  abolition  of  the  crossings  of  railroad  cor]>orations, 
street  railway  corporations,  or  other  public  service  comi»anies,  and  of 
public  highways  by  the  tracks  or  other  facilities  of  said  companies; 
providing  for  the  ascertainment  by  the  Commis.sion  of  the  expense 
and  damages  resulting  from  such  construction,  alteration,  relocation, 
or  abolition,  and  for  the  payment  of  such  expense  and  damages, 
severally  or  proportionately,  by  the  public  service  companies  inter- 
ested, the  State,  or  municipal  corporation  concerned,  and  giving 
persons  whose  property  is  thereby  taken,  injured,  or  destroyed, 
authority  to  sue  the  Commonwealth  for  damages  in  such  cases; 
providing  for  the  terms,  salaries,  and  compensation  of  the  members 
of  the  commission,  its  officers,  counsel,  and  employes;  prescribing 
and  regulating  the  practice  and  procedure  before  such  commission, 
and  upon  api>eal  and  judicial  review  of  its  orders  and  determinations 
by  tlie  courts  of  common  pleas;  and  giving  the  court  of  common 
pleas  of  Dauphin  County  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  such  appeals  in 
certain  cases,  and  of  all  injunctions,  mandamus,  or  other  appropriate 
jmoceedings  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  this  act  and  the  orders  of 
the  commission,  and  to  restrain  such  orders,  subject  to  an  appeal 
to  the  Supreme  Court;  jtrescribing  penalties,  fines,  and  imprisonment 
for  the  .violation  of  tlie  provisions  of  this  act  and  for  the  violation 
of  the  orders  of  said  commission ; making  it  the  duty  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  act  approved 
the  nineteenth  day  of  June,  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  eleven, 
entitled  ‘An  act  to  promote  the  safeti’’  of  travelers  and  employes  on 
railroads,  by  compelling  common  carriers  by  railroad  to  properly 
man  their  trains,’  by  amending  section  nine  thereof;  repealing  the 
act  approved  the  thirty-first  day  of  May,  one  tliousand  nine  hundred 
and  seven,  which  provided  for  the  appointment  of  the  Pennsylvania 
State  Pailroad  Commission ; and  sections  one  and  tv.’o  of  the  act, 
approved  the  fourth  day  of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty-three,  entitled  ‘An  act  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the 
seventeenth  article  of  the  Constitution,  relative  to  railroads  and 
canals;’  and  an  act,  entitled  ‘To  provide  the  maximum  car  service 
chai’ges,  including  car  storage  charges,  that  railroad  companies  and 
corporations,  or  associations,  may  charge  and  collect  on  each  car 
loading,  and  not  unloaded  within  the  free  time  for  unloading  cars, 
and  fixing  the  free  time  that  shall  be  allowed  for  unloading  cars,’ 
approved  twenty-fourth  day  of  May,  Anno  Domini  one  thousand  nine 
hundred  and  seven;  and  the  proviso  of  clause  three  and  the  provisos 
of  clause  seven  of  section  thirty-four  of  the  act,  entitled  ‘An  act 
to  provide  for  the  incorporation  and  regulation  of  certain  corpora- 
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tions,’  approved  the  twenty -iiintli  day  of  April,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  seventy-fonr,  and  all  other  legislation  inconsistent  with 
or  suy)plied  by  this  act,”  approved  July  twenty-sixth,  one  thousand 
nine  linndred  and  thirteen, whicli  reads  as  follows: 

“Section  2.  Whenever  the  commission  shall  determine,  after  hear- 
ing, had  upon  its  own  motion,  or  xipoii  complaint,  as  hereinafter  pro- 
vided, that  the  service,  facilities, -rules,  regulations,  practices,  or 
classifications  of  ain^  public  service  company,  in  respect  to,  or  in 
connection  Avilli,  or  employed  by,  or  in  the  pei'forniance  of,  its  public 
duties  within  this  Commonwealtli,  are  unsafe,  inadequate,  insufficient, 
unjust,  or  unreasonable,  the  commission  sliall  determine,  and  specify 
by  an  order  in  Avriting  to  be  made  and  tiled  as  hereinafter  provided, 
and  to  be  served  as  hereinafter  provided  upon  every  public 
service  company  to  be  affected  thereby,  the  just,  reasonable, 
safe,  adequate,  and  sufficient  service,  facilities,  rules,  regulaitons,  or 
practices,  thereafter  to  be  put  in  force,  observed,  rendered,  used,  or 
turnished  in  the  performance  of  its  public  duties  by  said  public  service 
company  or  companies  and  thereupon  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  every 
jmblic  service  company  affected  by  said  order  to  observe  and  obey 
said  order  and  all  and  every  the  mandates  and  requirements  thereof,” 
be  and  the  same  hereby  is  amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

“Section  2.  Whenever  tlie.  commission  shall  determine,  after 
hearing  had  upon  its  OAvn  motion  or  upon  complaint,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  that  the  service,  facilities,  rules,  regulations,  practices  and 
classifications  of  any  public  service  company  in  respect  to,  or  in 
connection  Avith,  or  employed  by,  or  in  the  performance  of,  its  public 
duties  Avithin  this  CommouAvealth,  are  unsafe,  inadequate,  insufficient, 
unjust  or  unreasonable,  OR  ARE  UNJUSTLY,  UNDULY,  OR  UN- 
REA  SONABI;Y,  DISCRIMINATORY  OR  PREFERENTIAL,  IN 
FAVOR  OF  OR  AGAINST  ANY  PARTICULAR  PERSON,  COR- 
PORATION, LOCALITY,  OR  ANY  PARTICULAR  KIND  OR  DES- 
CRIPTION OF  TRAFFIC  OR  SERVICE,  the  commission  shall 
determine  and  specify,  by  an  order  in  writing,  to  be  made  and  filed  as 
hereinafter  proAuded,  and  to  be  served,  as  hereinafter  provided,  upon 
ever}"  public  service  company  affected  thereby,  the  just,  reasonable, 
safe,  adequate  and  sufficient  service,  facilities,  rules,  regulations  or 
practices  thereafter  to  be  put  in  force,  observed,  rendered,  used  or 
furnished,  in  the  jAerformance  of  its  public  duties  by  said  public 
service  company  or  companies,  and  thereupon  it  shall  be  the  duty  of 
every  public  service  company  affected  by  said  order  to  observe  and 
obey  said  order  and  all  and  every  the  mandates  and  requirements 
thereof.” 

Section  2.  That  section  three  of  article  five  of  said  act,  which  reads 
as  follows: 
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“Section  3.  Whenever  the  commission  shall  determine,  after 
hearing,  had  upon  its  own  motion,  or  upon  complaint,  that  the  rates, 
fares,  tolls,  or  charges  established,  demanded,  exacted,  charged,  or 
collected  by  any  public  service  company  or  companies,  for  any  service 
rendered  or  furnished,  are  unjust  or  unreasonable  or  inadequate,  or 
are  unjustly  discriminatory  or  unduly  or  unreasonably  preferential; 
or  that  tlie  facilities  or  service  furnished  or  rendered  by  any  public 
service  company  or  companies  are  unjustly  discrimiuatox’y,  or  unduly 
or  unreasonably  xireferential ; in  favor  of  or  against  any  particular 
person,  corporation,  locality,  or  any  particular  kind  or  description 
of  traffic  or  service, — then  the  commission  shall  determine,  and  pres- 
cribe by  a specific  order,  the  maximum,  just,  due,  equal,  and  reason- 
able rates,  fares,  tolls,  and  charges  to  be  thereafter  established,  de- 
manded, exacted,  charged,  or  collected  for  the  service  to  be  performed ; 
and  the  just,  due,  equal,  reasonable,  and  proper  regulations  and 
practices,  as  affecting  such  rates,  to  be  observed  by  the  public  service 
company;  and  the  commission  may  classify  such  rates.  The  said 
order  shall  be  served,  as  hereinafter  provided,  ufjon  all  public  service 
companies  by  which  such  rates,  fares,  tolls,  and  charges,  and  such 
regulations  and  practices  affectiug  the  same,  are  thereafter  to  be 
charged  and  observed.  The  power  to  fix  maximum  rates  or  charges 
shall  include  the  iiower  to  fix  joint  rates  or  cliarges  where  joint 
service  is  rendered  by  two  or  more  public  service  companies,  or  where 
other  public  service  comiiauies  may  be  interested  in  the  rate  or 
charge,”  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  amended  so  as  to  read  as 
follows : 

“Section  3.  Whenever  the  commission  shall  determine,  after 
hearing  had,  upon  its  own  motion  or  upon  comidaint,  that  the  rates, 
fares,  tolls,  or  charges  established,  demanded,  exacted,  charged,  or 
collected  by  any  public  service  comxiany  or  companies,  for  any 
service  rendered  or  furnished,  are  unjust  or  unreasonable,  or  are 
unjustly  discriminatory,  or  unduly  or  unreasonably  preferential, 
then  the  commission  shall  determine  and  j)rescribe  by  a specific  order, 
the  maximum,  just,  due,  equal  and  reasonable  rates,  fares,  tolls  and 
charges  to  be  thereafter  established,  demanded,  exacted,  charged  or 
collected,  for  the  service  to  be  performed,  and  the  just,  due,  equal, 
reasonable  and  proper  regulations  and  practices  as  affecting  sml 
rates,  fares,  tolls  or  charges  to  be  observed  by  the  pnblic  service 
company,  and  the  commission  may  classify  such  rates,  fares,  tolls 
or  charges. 

The  said  order  shall  be  served,  as  hereinafter  provided,  upon  all 
public  service  companies  by  which  such  rates,  fares,  tolls  and  charges 
and  such  regulations  and  practices  affecting  the  same  are  thereafter 
to  be  charged  and  observed.  The  power  to  fix  maximum  rates,  fares. 
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tolls  or  charges  shall  include  the  power  to  fix  maximum  joint  rates, 
fares,  tolls  or  charges,  where  joint  service  is  rendered  by  trvo  or  more 
public  service  companies,  or  where  other  public  service  companies 
may  be  interested  in  the  rate,  fare,  toll  or  charge.” 


AN  ACT 

Prohibiting  trespassing  on  the  tracks,  rights  of  way,  locomotive 
engines,  or  cars,  of  railroad  companies  oi)eratiug  within  this  State, 
and  providing  punishment  for  such  trespassing. 

Section  1.  Be  it  enacted,  &c.,  That  from  and  after  the  passage 
of  this  act  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  not  authorized  or 
empowered  so  to  do,  to  enter,  walk,  ride,  drive  or  loiter  upon  the 
tracks,  rights  of  way,  locomotive  engines  or  cars,  of  any  railroad 
company,  or  for  any  person  to  cross  such  tracks  or  rights  of  way  at 
any  place  other  than  at  a public  or  private  crossing;  Provided,  how- 
ever, that  none  of  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  apply  to  any 
persons  going  in,  or  upon  such  ti-acks,  rights  of  way,  engines  or  cars, 
for  the  purpose  of  saving  human  lives,  or  for  the  protection  of  prop- 
erty, and  provided,  further,  that  this  act  shall  not  apply  to  any 
person  walking,  riding,  or  driving  upon  or  along  the  tracks  or  rights 
of  way  of  raiiroad  companies  located  uimu  any  public  highway  or 
street,  except  that  such  person  may  be  held  guilty  of  negligence  or 
of  contributory  negligence  in  so  doing,  as  heretofore. 

Section  2.  Any  person  who  shall  violate  any  of  the  provisions  of 
this  act  shall  be  guilty  of  a misdemeanor,  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
sliall  he  sentenced  to  pay  a fine  of  not  more  than  fifty  dollars,  or 
undergo  imprisonment  in  the  jail  or  the  house  of  correction  of  the 
proper  county  for  not  more  than  thirty  days,  either  or  both,  at  the 
discretion  of  the  court. 

Section  3.  All  acts  or  parts  of  acts  inconsistent  herewith  be  and 
the  same  are  hereby  repealed. 


AN  ACT 

To  provide  for  just  compensation  to  the  Commonwealth  and  to 
persons  and  corporations  for  loss  or  damage  to  property  by  fire 
proximately  caused  by  the  operation  of  locomotive  engines  on 
railroads  in  this  State  by  making  railroad  corporations  responsible 
for  all  such  loss  and  damage  irrespective  of  the  existence  or  non- 
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existence  of  negligence  on  their  part,  in  cases  where,  such  fires 
arise  within  one  liuudred  feet  of  the  railroads  or  rights  of  way 
owned  or  operated  by  such  corporations,  outside  of  the  territorial 
limits  of  cities  and  boroughs. 

Section  1.  Be  it  enacted,  &c..  That  every  railroad  corporation 
owning  or  operating  a railroad  in  tliis  State  shall,  iri’espective  of  the 
existence  or  non-existence  of  negligence  on  its  part,  be  liable  for  all 
damages  to  the  property  of  the  Commonwealth,  or  of  any  person  or 
corporation,  resulting  from  fire  communicated  directly  or  indirectly 
by  locomotive  engines  in  use  upon  the  railroad  owned  or  operated 
by  such  railroad  corporation  in  this  State,  except  in  cities  and  bor- 
oughs; Provided,  that  the  fire  so  communicated  arise  within  100 
feet  of  the  railroad  or  right  of  way,  owned  or  operated  by  sucli 
railroad  corporation;  and  provided,  also,  that  such  damages  are 
proximately  caused  by  such  railroad  corporation. 

Section  2.  Every  such  railroad  corporation  shall  have  an  insurable 
interest  in  the  property  for  the  damages  to  which  it  may  become  lia- 
ble, under  the  provisions  of  section  one  of  this  act,  and  may  procure 
insurance  thereon  in  its  own  behalf  for  its  protection  against  such 
damages. 

Section  3.  The  provisions  of  section  one  of  this  act  shall  not 
impair  or  abridge  the  liability  of  railroad  corporations  for  negli- 
gence under  existing  law,  bnt  are  cumulative  and  independent  of 
such  negligence. 

Section  4.  All  acts  or  parts  of  acts  inconsistent  herewith  be  and 
the  same  are  hereby  repealed. 
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PART  L 

PENNSYLVANIA  STATE  RAILROAD 
COMMISSION. 


1—27—1914 


(1) 


(2) 


OFFICIAL  DOCUMENT, 


No.  27. 


A 

TABLE  OF  COMPLAINTS 

PENDING  BEFORE  THE 

PENNSYLVANIA  STATE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION 

JANUARY  1,  1913 


Complaint 
Docket  No. 

388.  W.  F.  Fowler,  et  a. 
vs. 

The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  January  7,  1910. 


646.  Guy  F.  Roush,  et  al. 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company . 
Filed  June  6,  1911. 


680.  Henry  Heilman 
vs. 

Pittsburgh,  Harmony,  Butler  & 
New  Castle  Railway  Company. 
Filed  July  20,  1911. 


706.  U.  J.  Sheets,  et  al. 
vs. 

Central  District  & Printing  Tele- 
graph Company. 

Filed  August  25,  1911. 


760.  Residents  of  Coatesville 
vs. 

West  Chester  Street  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  November  22,  1911. 


765.  Wm.  J.  Holstein,  et  al. 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  December  4,  1911. 


786.  Frank  H.  Colladay 
vs. 

Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany. 

Southern  Pennsylvania  Traction 
Company. 

Filed  January  4,  1912. 


798.  W.  S.  Poorman,  et  al. 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania . 

Filed  January  19,  1912. 


810.  George  Sloyer 
vs. 

Adams  Express  Company, 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  December  2,  1911. 


In  re  station  facilities  at  EaglesviUe  on 
the  Bald  Eagle  Valley  Branch. 

Closed  February  13,  1913. 

Inadequate  passenger  and  freight  station 
facilities. 

Closed  IMay  6.  1913. 

Rate  on  crushed  limestone  between  Har- 
mony Junction  and  Warrendale. 

Closed  June  21,  1913. 

Rate  for  business  telephone  in  Jeannette. 

Pending. 

Inadequate  service. 

Closed  May  27,  1913. 

Charge  for  refrigerator  service  which  it 
is  alleged  is  not  furnished  during  cold 
weather. 

Closed  May  8,  1913. 

Inadequate  facilities  for  transferring  pas- 
sengers at  Angora. 

Closed  June  19,  1913. 

Disci'imination  in  rental  charge  between 
certain  professional  and  business  men. 

Pending. 

In  re  service. 

Closed  February  3,  1914. 
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Complaint 
Docket  No. 

814.  George  H.  Mell 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company . 
Filed  E''ebruary  9,  1912. 


828.  Vulcan  Crucible  Steel  Company 
vs. 

American  Express  Company. 
E'iled  February  28,  1912. 


840.  Residents  of  Allegheny  and  CarroU 
Township,  Cambria  County 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  March  22,  1912. 


844.  Charles  Dougherty 
vs. 

West  Penn  Railways  Company. 
Filed  April  1,  1912. 


855.  W.  H.  Cox  & Company 
vs. 

Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern 
Railroad  Company, 

Pennsylvania  Lines  West  of  Pitts- 
burgh. 

Piled  AprU  22,  1912. 


862.  Postal  Telegraph  Cable  Company 
vs. 

Central  District  and  Printing  Tele- 
graph Company. 

Piled  May  2,  1912. 


865  Wm.  W.  Powell,  Jr. 
vs. 

Central  District  Printing  Telegraph 
Company. 

PUed  May  3,  1912. 


874.  Empire  Lime  Kilns 
vs. 

Central  Railroad  of  Pennsylvania. 
Filed  May  24,  1912. 


876.  Borough  of  Minersville 
vs. 

Peoples  Railway  Company. 
PUed  May  21,  1912. 


881 . S . Lebow 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
PUed  June  8,  1912. 


884.  Venango  Oil  & Supply  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  June  15,  1912. 


886.  P.  H.  Gladfelter  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
PUed  June  19,  1912. 


Station  facilities  at  Emporium  Junction. 

Closed  June  18,  1913. 

Proposed  removal  of  express  office  from 
Aliquippa  to  Woodlawn. 

Closed  E^ebruary  13,  1913. 

Petition  for  flag  stop  at  Chest  Road. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Excessive  steep  grade  on  Bryn  Mawr 
Branch. 

Closed  June  5,  1913. 

Overcharge  on  lumber  van  to  New  Castle. 

Closed  February  13,  1913.' 

Alleged  discrination  in  diverting  to  the 
Western  Union  Telegraph  Company, 
telegrams  intended  for  Postal  Telegraph 
Cable  Company. 

Closed  November  21,  1913. 

Refusal  to  renew  contract  for  telephone 
service  except  at  increased  rates. 

Pending. 

Rate  on  lime,  Bellefonte  to  Pennsylvania 
Railroad  Junction. 

Closed  October  8,  1913. 

Inadequate  passenger  and  freight  station 
facilities  at  Minersville. 

Closed  August  4,  1913. 

Rate  on  scrap  iron,  Pittsburgh  to  Vienna. 

Closed  February  8,  1913. 

Refusal  to  deliver  upon  private  siding. 

Closed  January  11,  1913. 

Rate  on  paper,  Spring  Grove  to  Pitts- 
burgh . 

Closed  May  27,  1913. 
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Complaint 
Docket  No. 

906.  H.  H.  Rice,  et  al. 
vs. 

Valley  Traction  Company. 
Filed  August  8,  1912. 


909.  Central  Trades  & Labor  Council, 
DuBois. 
vs. 

DuBois  Traction  Company, 

United  Traction  Company. 

Filed  August  14,  1912. 


910.  D.  R.  Caru 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  August  16,  1912. 


919.  H.  Frank  Esbelman 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  July  31,  1913. 


922.  J.  M.  Sininger 
vs. 

Erie  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  August  29,  1912. 


923.  W.  H.  Cox  and  Company 

vs . ■ 1 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  August  29,  1912. 


929.  R.  A.  Hagan 
vs. 

Pittsburgh  Railways  Company. 
Filed  September  4,  1912. 


930.  W.  H.  Cox  and  Company 
vs. 

Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern 
Railway  Company. 

Filed  September  9,  1912. 


Petition  for  establishment  of  system  of 
transfers. 

Closed  February  13,  1913. 

Excessive  rate  of  fare  DuBois  to  Eriton . 
Lack  of  shelter  facilities  at  intersection 
of  Respondent’s  line. 

Closed  June  6,  1913. 

Overcrowded  condition  of  trains  between 
Cloysburg  and  Holidaysburg  on  Satur- 
day and  Sunday  evenings. 

Closed  February  13,  1913. 

In  re  siding  facilities. 

Closed  February  13,  1913. 

In  re  passenger  rates  of  fare  Sharon  to 
Shenango. 

Closed  February  17,  1913. 

Rates  on  ties  and  Lumber  from  Oil  City 
to  various  points. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Rate  of  fare  East  McKeesport  to  East 
Pittsburgh. 

Closed  May  28,  1913. 

Rates  on  lumber  and  limestone.  Oil  City 
to  various  points. 


Closed  January  7,  1914. 


933.  H.  D.  Hoffman 
vs. 

Latrobe  Street  Railway  Company. 
Filed  September  17,  1912. 


935.  D.  M.  Terkes 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Filed  October  2,  1912. 


937.  E.  Fischer 
vs. 

Wilkes-Barre  Street  Railway 
Company. 

Piled  September  28,  1912. 


941.  Johnstown  Telephone  Company 
vs. 

Central  District  and  Printing  Tele- 
graph Company. 

Filed  October  5,  1912. 


Overcrowded  condition  of  car  between 
Latrobe  and  Ligonier,  particularly  at 
10.00  o’clock  P.  M.  Saturdays. 

Closed  May  27,  1913. 

Rate  for  telephone  service  in  Borough  of 
Milbourne . 


Closed  July  18,  1913. 

Overcrowded  condition  of  cars  between 
the  hours  of  5 o’clock  and  7 o’clock 
P.  M. 

Closed  February  13,  1913. 

Furnishing  telephone  service  to  business 
houses  at  residence  rates. 


Closed  August  4,  1913. 


6 


ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


Off.  Doc. 


Complaint 
Docket  No. 

948.  S.  E.  Witmer 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  October  16,  1912. 


949.  Manufacturers’  Association  of  Lan- 
caster . 

vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  October  17,  1912. 


9.50.  Harry  E.  Beilis  and 

Northwest  Business  Men’s  Asso- 
ciation, et  al. 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company,  et  al. 

Filed  October  7,  1912. 


951.  Blair  Lumber  Company 
vs. 

Ligonier  Valley  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  October  21,  1912. 


952.  Pennsylvania  Paraffiine  M^orks. 

vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Pennsylvania  Company. 

Piled  October  21,  1912. 


953.  H.  W.  Tate 
vs. 

American  Express  Company. 
Filed  October  18,  1912. 


956.  H.  C.  Cassell,  et  al. 
vs. 

Central  Pennsylvania  Traction 
Compan.v. 

Piled  October  23,  1912. 


958.  G.  Sener  & Sons,  et  al. 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Philadelphia  & Reading  Railwa.y 
Company. 

Piled  October  25,  1912. 


959.  M.  E.  Roher,  et  al. 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  October  25,  1912. 


960.  L.  J.  Culbertson 
vs. 

Northwestern  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
way Company. 

Filed  October  30,  1912. 


962.  H.  J.  Pry 
vs. 

Huntingdon  & Broad  Top  Moun- 
tain Railroad  & Coal  Company. 
Filed  November  12,  1912. 


Use  of  tracks  on  Borough  street  for 
switching  purpose. 

Closed  February  17,  1913. 

Excessive  rate  on  bituminous  coal  from 
Clearfield  District  to  Lancaster. 

Closed  October  31,  1913. 

Rate  on  anthracite  coal  into  the  City  of 
Philadelphia . 

Pending. 

Excessive  rate  on  ties  compared  with  rate 
on  lumber. 

Closed  February  13,  1913. 

Excessive  rate  on  oil  Walford  to  Titus- 
ville . 

Ponding . 

Alleged  discriminatory  rate  from  Curry 
Run  to  Philadelphia  as  compared  with 
rate  from  Mehaffev  to  Philadelphia. 

Closed  June  18,  1913. 

Petition  for  night  street  car  service  be- 
tween Harrisburg  and  Hummelstown . 

Closed  May  27,  1913. 

Petition  for  transfer  of  freight  at  Lan- 
caster. 

Closed  June  18,  1913. 

Freight  station  facilities  at  Juniata. 

Closed  May  8,  1913. 

Insufficient  heat  in  vestibules  of  cars. 

Closed  February  13,  1913. 

Discrimination  in  car  distribution. 


Closed  .January  13,  1913. 
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Complaint 
Docket  No. 

965.  Theodore  Gabrylewitz,  et  al. 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company , 
et  al. 

Piled  October  26,  1912. 


967.  George  Brubaker 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  November  2,  1912. 


968.  Citizens  of  Homeville 
vs. 

Pittsburgh  Railways  Company. 
Filed  November  8,  1912. 


970.  William  L.  Koebel 
vs. 

Lake  Transit  Company. 
Piled  September  18,  1912. 


971.  Catherine  D.  Smith 
vs. 

Allentown  & Reading  Traction 
Company, 

Reading  Transit  Company. 

Filed  October  28,  1912. 


972.  Belt-Mont  Board  of  Trade 
vs. 

Pittsburgh  Railways  Company. 
Filed  November  15,  1912. 


974.  Residents  of  Locust  Gap  and  Vi- 
cinity 
vs. 

Shamokin  & Mt.  Carmel  Transit 
Company. 

Piled  November  18,  1912. 


975.  C.  H.  Palmer 
vs. 

Wilkes-Barre  & Eastern  Railroad 
Company. 

Piled  November  19,  1912. 


976.  Cornplanter  Refining  Company 
vs. 

Penns.vlvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  November  26,  1912. 


977.  McKeesport  Chamber  of  Commerce 
vs. 

Pittsburgh  Railways  Company . 
Filed  November  26,  1912. 


978.  Women’s  Club  of  Aspinwall 
vs. 

Allegheny  Valley  Street  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  November  26,  1912. 


Regulations  governing  loading  and  un- 
loading freight  at  stations. 

Closed  July  18,  1913. 

Inadequate  service  on  miners’  train  be- 
tween Trevorton  and  Dunklebergers. 

Closed  January  8,  1913. 

Inadequate  service  and  equipment. 

Closed  February  13,  1913. 

Failure  to  stop  at  landing  on  display  of 
signals. 

Closed  March  25,  1913. 

Unheated  vestibules  in  cars. 

Closed  February  13,  1913. 

Service  and  condition  of  cars  on  Belts- 
hoover  Division. 

Closed  May  27,  1913. 

Excessive  fare  Locust  Gap  to  Mt.  Car- 
mel. 

Closed  May  8,  1913. 

Rate  on  coal  from  Moosic  to  Stroudsburg. 

Closed  June  17,  1913. 

Failure  to  furnish  tank  cars. 

Pending. 

Inadequate  service  between  Duquesne  and 
McKeesport. 

Closed  May  28,  1913. 

Insanitary  condition  of  cars. 

Closed  May  28,  1913. 
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980.  Residents  of  Wilkes-Barre  and 
Vicinity 
vs. 

Wilkes-Barre  & Eastern  Railroad 
Company. 

Filed  November  30,  1912. 


981.  L.  H.  Conrad,  et  al. 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  December  4,  1912. 


982.  Excelsior  Brass  Works 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  December  5,  1912. 


983.  Tressler,  Schlegel  Company 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  December  10,  1912. 


Inadequate  service. 


Closed  January  6,  1914. 


Inadequate  train  service  during  winter 
months  between  Wilkes-Barre  and 
White  Haven. 

Closed  May  27,  1913. 


Rate  on  coal  Duncannon  to  Reading. 


Closed  March  7,  1913. 


Refusal  to  deliver  shipments  at  Otto  un- 
less prepaid. 


Closed  February  19,  1913. 


984.  Indiana  Foundry  Company,  Ltd.,  Excessive  rate  on  coke  from  Graceton  to 
vs.  Indiana. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 

Filed  December  16,  1912.  Closed  January  22,  1913. 


98.5.  Towanda  Business  Men’s  Associa- 
tion 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  December  17,  1912. 


986.  Terminal  Coal  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  December  17,  1912. 


987.  W.  B.  Bell 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  December  18,  1912. 


988.  Charles  H.  Mitchell 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Company. 
Piled  December  18,  1912. 


989 .  Kolb’s  Bakery 
vs. 

Quick  Delivery  Express  Company. 
Filed  December  20,  1912. 


990.  .John  T.  Rider 
vs. 

Erie  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  December  19,  1912. 


991.  Clarence  H.  C.  Bartlett 
vs. 

Philadelphia  Railways  Company. 
Piled  December  21,  1912. 


Insufficient  night  mail  service. 


Closed  January  7,  1913. 


Demurrage  charges. 


Closed  August  5,  1913. 


Alleged  insufficient  clearance  between  cars 
and  side  of  bridge  at  New  Castle  plant 
of  Carnegie  Steel  Company. 

Closed  August  4,  1913. 


Lack  of  protection  at  grade  crossing. 


Closed  January  18,  1913. 


Excessive  rate  for  transportation  of 
bread . 

Closed  January  28,  1913. 


Regulation  requiring  duplex  tickets  to  be 
mailed  for  redemption  to  New  York 
City. 

Closed  April  11,  1913. 


Inadequate  service.  Lack  of  protection 
for  motormen. 

Closed  February  13,  1913. 
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Complaint 
Docket  No. 

992.  A.  P.  Stevens 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  December  23,  1912. 


993.  C.  M.  Henderson 
vs. 

Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  December  28,  1912. 


994.  Board  of  Trade  of  Borough  of 
Falls  Creek 
vs. 

DuBois  Electric  & Traction  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  December  28,  1912. 


995.  W.  W.  Galvin 

vs. 

Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern 
Railway  Company. 

Filed  November  19,  1912. 

996.  William  Repp 

vs. 

Scranton  Railways  Company . 
Filed  December  28,  1912. 


997.  Miller  Construction  Company 
vs. 

Pittsburgh,  Shawmut  & Northern 
Railroad  Company . 

Filed  December  30,  1912. 


Alleged  discrimination  in  car  distribution. 
Closed  January  22,  1913. 

Insufficient  heat  in  cars. 

Closed  March  7,  1913. 

Failure  to  extend  lines  into  and  to  Falls 
Creek . 

Closed  May  27,  1913. 

Rate  on  mixed  carloads  of  apples,  pota- 
toes and  onions  from  Clark’s  Mills  to 
Jamestown. 

Closed  December  16,  1913. 

Inadequate  service. 

Closed  June  18,  1913. 

Demurrage  charges  on  private  car. 

Closed  January  9,  1913. 
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TABLE  OF  COMPLAINTS 

FILED  WITH  TUE 

PENNSYLVANIA  STATE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION 

JANUARY  1,  1913,  TO  JULY  26,  1913 


Complaint 
Docket  No. 

998.  A.  R.  Forster 
vs. 

Adams  Express  Company. 
Filed  January  2,  1913. 


999.  T.  W.  Friend,  Receiver  of  Kidd 
Brothers  & Burgher  Steel  Wire 
Company, 
vs. 

Pittsburgh  & Lake  Erie  RaUroad 
Company. 

Filed  January  2,  1913. 


1000.  Lillian  Kline 
vs. 

Reading  Transit  Company. 
Filed  January  4,  1913. 


1001 .  Morrison  & Risman 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  January  4,  1913. 


1002.  F.  A.  Lehr,  et  al. 
vs. 

Central  Pennsylvania  Traction 
Company. 

Filed  January  3,  1913. 


1003.  John  R.  Potter,  et  al. 
vs. 

Reading  Traction  Company. 
Filed  January  7,  1913. 


1004.  Langhorne  Board  of  Trade 
vs. 

Bucks  County  Electric  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  January  9,  1913. 


1005.  B.  Frank  Slemmer 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania . 

Filed  January  11,  1913. 


1006.  S.  K.  Brecht 
vs„ 

Adams  Express  Company. 
Filed  January  27,  1913. 


Express  rates— Van  to  Franklin. 

Closed  February  13,  1913. 

Inadequate  siding  facilities  at  Aliquippa. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Alleged  excessive  fare — Annville  to  Pal- 
myra. 

Closed  May  8,  1913. 

Excessive  rate  due  to  capacity  of  car. 

Closed  March  7,  1913. 

Alleged  inadequate  service — Harrisburg  to 
Steelton. 

Closed  December  2,  1913. 

Overcrowded  cars. 

Closed  May  27,  1913. 

Unsatisfactory  schedule  between  Lang- 
horne and  Lanhorne  Station  for  con- 
nection with  Philadelphia  & Reading 
Railway  trains. 

Closed  June  17,  1913. 

Refusal  to  renew  contract  for  telephone 
service  except  at  increased  rates. 

Closed  June  18,  1913. 

Excessive  rate  on  books— Li titz  to  Lans- 
downe. 

Closed  May  8,  1913. 


(13) 
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1007.  Unrivalled  Hosiery  Mill 
vs. 

Northern  Central  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

FUed  January  21,  1913.  ' 


1008.  Dodson  & Moore 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Southern  Railroad . 
Company. 

Filed  January  16,  1913. 


1009.  F.  W.  Tunnell  & Company,  In- 
corporated 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  January  16,  1913. 


1010.  W.  W.  Gulick 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  January  16,  1913. 


1011.  George  L.  Nies 
vs. 

Ephrata  & Lebanon  Street  Rail- 
way Company. 

FUed  January  17,  1913. 


1012.  Walter  M.  Clevenstine 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  January  20,  1913. 


1013.  A.  Bushyager  & Company 
vs. 

Murraysville  Telephone  Company. 
Filed  January  20,  1913. 


1014.  Borough  Council  of  West  Fairview 
vs. 

Northern  Central  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  January  20,  1913. 


1015.  F.  W.  Dean 
vs. 

United  States  Express  Company. 
Filed  January  21,  1913. 


1016.  A.  G.  Scattergood 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 


FUed  January  9,  1913. 


1017.  Manufacturers’  Association  of 
York 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  RaUroad  Company. 
FUed  January  24,  1913. 


Refusal  of  freight  routed  via  Williams 
Valley  RaUroad. 


Closed  February  1,  1913. 


Delay  in  transfer  of  freight  at  Summer- 
ville. 


Closed  May  8,  1913. 


Excessive  rate  on  fertilizer— PhUadelphia 
to  Elk  Lick,  Somerset  County. 


Closed  May  8,  1913. 


Demurrage  charges. 


Closed  May  27,  1913. 


Alleged  non-maintenance  of  schedules. 


Closed  February  14,  1913. 


Inadequate  passenger  train  service  to 
points  north  of  Phoenixville. 

Closed  December  3,  1913. 


Alleging  toll  rates  from  Harrison  City 
to  Jeannette  is  10  cents,  whereas  rate 
from  Jeannette  to  Harrison  City  is 
but  5 cents. 

Closed  March  7,  1913. 


Petition  for  establishment  of  a freight 
agency,  passenger  service  and  express 
facilities . 

Closed  February  10,  1913. 


Refusal  to  accept  honey  for  shipment  un- 
less release  is  signed. 

Closed  March  6,  1913. 


Through  checking  of  baggage  from  points 
on  the  line  of  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
to  points  on  lines  of  Baltimore  & Ohio 
and  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Closed  July  18,  1913. 


Rate  on  coal  from  Clearfield  district  to 
York. 


Closed  October  21,  1913. 
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1018.  Shumaker  Brothers 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Piled  January  28,  1913. 


1019.  George  L.  James 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Pencoyd  Railroad 
Company. 

Filed  January  28,  1913. 


1020.  M.  Lanz  & Sons 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  January  28,  1913. 


1021.  Ohio  Iron  & Metal  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  Janviary  29,  1913. 


1022.  Billings  & Kelder 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  January  29,  1913. 


1023.  Wyalusing  Hay  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  January  29,  1913. 


1024.  James  B.  Geise 
vs. 

Jersey  Shore  Electric  Company. 
PUed  January  21,  1913. 


1025.  J.  B.  Graham 
vs. 

Jersey  Shore  & Antes  Fort  Rail- 
way Company. 

Filed  January  28,  1913. 


Alleged  overcharge  on  bark — Pairhope  to 
Pig  Ron. 

Closed  September  10,  1913. 

Alleged  nuisance  on  account  of  contin- 
uous whistling  of  locomotives. 

Closed  February  13,  1913. 

Rate  on  brick — South  Side,  Pittsburgh, 
to  South  Duquesne. 

Closed  June  18,  1913. 

Demurrage  charges. 

Closed  March  8,  1913. 

Rate  on  hay — New  Albany  to  Kingston 
and  Plymouth. 

Closed  June  18,  1913. 

Rate  on  hay — Glen  Lyon  to  Nanticoke. 
Closed  May  8,  1913. 

Alleged  inadequate  service. 

Closed  June  18,  1913. 

Inadequate  service  and  excessive  fare. 

Closed  May  8,  1913. 


1026.  Harry  B.  French  Station  facilities  at  Wilkes-Barre, 

vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 

Filed  January  30,  1913.  Closed  May  6,  1913. 


1027.  Town  Council  of  Birdsboro  Service  on  Birdsboro  Branch, 

vs. 

Reading  Transit  Company. 

Filed  February  6,  1913.  Closed  May  27,  1913. 


1028.  Beaver  County  Street  Car  Service  Inadequate  service  and  equipment. 
Commission 
vs. 

Beaver  Valley  Traction  Company. 

Filed  February  10,  1913.  Closed  June  17,  1913. 


1029.  E.  W.  Fink 
vs. 

Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  February  13,  1913. 


Inefficient  service  on  Ridge  Avenue  Line. 
Closed  March  6,  1913. 


2n:P,774i: 
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1030.  A.  M.  Wood  & Company 
vs. 

Ponnsylvania  Railr(5ad  XDc'mpany. 
Philadelphia  ot  Reading  Rhilway 
Company. 

Filed  February  14,  1913. 


1031.  J.  A.  Kifer,  et  al. 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  February  13,  1913. 


1032.  Thomas  U.  Schock 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Piled  February  18,  1913. 


1033.  J.  B.  PearsaU 
vs. 

Wells,  Fargo  and  Company  Ex- 
press. 

Adams  Express  Company. 

Piled  February  20,  1913. 


1034.  G.  M.  Sheldon  & Company 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company.  • 
FUed  February  24,  1913. 


1035.  Gabriel  H.  Moyer 
vs. 

United  States  Express  Company. 
PUed  February  27,  1913. 


1036.  Charles  D.  Reed 
vs. 

Jefferson  Traction  Company. 
BTled  February  27,  1913. 


1037.  Biddle  Arthurs 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  February  28,  1913. 


1038.  W.  E.  Brown  & Company 
vs. 

Ligonier  Valley  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  February  27,  1913. 


1040.  Residents  of  Gardeau 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  March  10,  1913. 


1041 .  Edward  Hummel 

VB. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  March  11,  1913. 


1042.  J.  G.  Eckert 
ys. 

Lehigh  Traction  Company. 
Filed  March  19.  1913. 


Switching  charges  at  Norristown. 

L : . i . . . 

Closed  April  4,  1913. 

Regulations  governing  loading  of  milk. 
Closed  May  28,  1913. 

In  re  freight  train  passing  standing  pas- 
senger train  at  station  at  Lebanon. 

Closed  March  27,  1913. 

Rate  and  routing  on  shipment  of  chickens 
from  Grove  City  to  Wilmington. 

Closed  September  13,  1913. 

Rate  on  hay — Montrose  branch  to  Pitts- 
ton. 

Closed  September  26,  1913. 

Rate  on  live  pheasant — Richland  to 
Palmyra . 

Closed  March  7,  1913. 

Alleged  insanitary  condition  of  cars. 

Closed  March  25,  1914. 

Refusal  to  accept  passengers  at  Altoona 
for  Pittsburgh  on  Pennsylvania  Lim- 
ited leaving  Altoona. 

Closed  March  25,  1913. 

Alleged  discrimination  in  car  distribu- 
tion. 

Closed  March  6,  1913. 

Alleged  inadequate  train  service. 

Closed  June  18,  1913. 

Train  connections  at  Pine  Grove. 

Closed  June  18,  1913. 

Inefficient  service. 

Closed  June  17,  1913. 
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1043.  C.  A.  Whipple 
vs. 

Lehigh  & New  England  Railroad 
Company. 

Filed  February  24,  1913. 


1044.  H.  G.  Polhemus,  Jr. 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  March  24,  1913. 


1045.  James  B.  Pierce 
vs. 

Central  District  & Printing  Tele- 
graph Company. 

Filed  March  24,  1913. 


1046.  S.  C.  Walker  & Company 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

FOed  March  29,  1913. 


1047.  Mrs.  Grace  Zueh 
vs. 

American  Express  Company. 
Filed  AprU  4,  1913. 


1048.  J.  S.  Marzbacher 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company . 
Filed  April  4,  1913. 


1049.  John  H.  Hunt,  Jr. 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valiev  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  April  8,  1913. 


1050.  Deppen  Brewing  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  April  5,  1913. 


1051.  G.  P.  Young 
vs. 

Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  April  8,  1913. 


1052.  Eugene  E.  Nice 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company . 
Filed  April  12,  1913. 


1053.  George  W.  Scott 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Filed  April  13,  1913. 


Rate  on  soap — Ashland  to  Summit  Hill. 


Closed  May  28,  1913. 


Turning  of  seats  in  passenger  coaches. 


Closed  May  28,  1913. 


Refusal  to  renew  contract  except  at  in- 
creased rates. 


Pending. 


Alleged  excessive  rate  on  fertilizer  from 
Philadelphia  to  Chadd’s  Ford. 


Closed  August  4,  1913. 


Alleged  inadequate  delivery  service. 


Closed  June  17,  1913. 


Application  for  the  issuance  of  a monthly 
commutation  rate  from  Forty-ninth 
Street  and  Chester  Avenue  Station  to 
Tacony  via  West  Philadelphia. 

Closed  May  10,  1913. 


In  re  delayed  schedule  train  No.  8 be- 
tween Wilkes-Barre  and  Philadelphia . 

Closed  June  18,  1913. 


In  re  refusal  to  accept  freight  at  Reading 
for  shipment  to  Selinsgrove  after  5 
o’clock  P.  M. 

Closed  May  6,  1913. 


Insanitary  cars  operated  from  Darby  to 
Media. 


Closed  June  17,  1913. 


Improper  delivery  of  freight  consigned 
to  Walnut  Street  Station,  Philadel- 
phia. • 

Closed  May  6,  1913. 


Alleged  practice  with  respect  to  toll  calls 
from  pay  stations. 


Closed  June  8,  1913. 
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1054.  John  J.  Henderson 

vs.  ' 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Filed  April  21,  1913. 


1055.  John  S.  Wineland 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company 
Filed  April  21,  1913. 


1056.  George  Guncheon  & Son 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  April  22,  1913. 


1*057.  .7.  S.  Wolcott 
vs. 

Dents  Run  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  Aprd  25,  1913. 


1058.  Elmer  F.  Rupp 
vs. 

Central  District  & Printing  Tele- 
graph Company. 

Piled  April  27,  1913. 


1059.  S.  K.  Rank 
vs. 

Cherry  Tree  & Dixonville  Railroad 
Company. 

FUed  April  30,  1913. 


1060.  P.  A.  Herman 
vs. 

Pennsvlvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  May  1,  1913. 


1061.  Henry  P.  Michell  & Company 
vs. 

Pennsvlvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  May  3,  1913. 


1062.  William  P.  Baldwin 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company . 
Piled  April  28,  1913. 


1063.  H.  M.  Stevens 
vs. 

Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  May  5,  1913. 


1064.  Lake  Transit  Company 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  May  7,  1913. 


1065.  I.  S.  Van  7.,oan  Company 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

PUed  May  8,  1913. 


Refusal  to  renew  contract  for  telephone 
service  except  at  an  increased  rate. 


Closed  August  4,  1913. 


Alleged  excessive  freight  rate  on  lime- 
stone from  Mount  Etna  to  Martins- 
burg . 

Closed  November  22,  1913. 


In  re  delay  on  shipment  from  various 
points  consigned  to  Norwich  on  the  line 
of  the  Potato  Creek  Railroad  Company. 
Closed  May  6,  1913. 


Alleged  excessive  freight  rate  on  mer- 
chandise. 

Closed  June  18,  1913. 


Alleged  undue  delay  in  transferring  tele- 
phone to  a new  location. 


Closed  May  6,  1913. 


Alleged  inadequate  passenger  station 
facilities. 


Closed  June  17,  1913. 


Excessive  rate  on  coppered  wire— Phila- 
delphia to  Selinsgrove. 

Closed  June  17,  1913. 


In  re  failure  to  notify  consignees  of  the 
arrival  of  packages  shipped  by  its  pack- 
age service. 

Closed  May  6,  1913. 


Alleged  irregularity  in  train  service. 


Closed  May  6,  1913. 


Alleged  improper  equipment  and  over- 
crowding of  cars  during  summer 
months. 

Closed  May  27,  1913. 


Alleged  discrimination  in  freight  rates 
and  excessive  freight  charges. 

Pending. 


Alleged  improper  classification  of  second- 
and  railway  motors  between  Newtown 
and  Reading. 


Closed  June  17,  1913. 
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1066.  S.  A.  Sharon 
vs. 

Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Com- 
pany . 

Filed  May  16,  1913. 


1067.  Spector’s  Department  Store 
vs. 

York  Telephone  & Telegraph  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  May  19,  1913. 


1068 .  A . J . Clough 
vs. 

Pennsvlvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  May  22,  1913. 


1069.  Palmer  & Semans  Lumber  Com- 
pany, 
vs. 

Huntingdon  & Broad  Top  Moun- 
tain Railroad  & Coal  Company. 
Piled  May  22,  1913. 


1070.  Jacob  Feld 
vs. 

Erie  Railroad  Company. 
Delaware  & Hudson  Company. 
Piled  May  23,  1913. 


1071.  James  J.  Allen 
vs. 

Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  May  23,  1913. 


1072.  J.  R.  Barron 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  May  24,  1913. 


1073.  W.  C.  Borland 
vs. 

Central  District  Telephone  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  May  28,  1913. 


1074.  S.  D.  Blaney 
vs. 

United  States  Express  Company. 
Filed  May  31,  1913. 


1075.  F.  B.  Smith,  et  al. 
vs . 

Erie  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  May  31,  1913. 


1076.  J.  H.  Rosenbloom 
vs 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany . 

Filed  May  31,  1913. 


Alleged  overcharge  on  shipment  of  cross 
ties  from  Mercersburg  and  Richmond 
to  West  Point. 

Closed  July  18,  1913. 


Alleged  refusal  to  enter  into  a contract 
to  furnish  telephone  service  for  any 
period  less  than  five  years. 

Closed  August  4,  1913. 


Request  for  flag  stop  at  Star  Brick,  one 
mile  west  of  Warren. 

Closed  IMay  27,  1913. 


Alleged  overcharge  on  two  cars  of  rail- 
road ties  from  Everett  to  Pittsburgh 
and  Monessen. 


Closed  July  19,  1913. 


Alleged  excessive  freight  rate  on  two 
cars  of  scrap. 


Closed  August  4,  1913. 


Alleging  cars  from  Fort  Washington  do 
not  make  close  connection  with  cars  of 
respondent  at  Chestnut  Hill  Terminal. 

Closed  June  11,  1913. 


Excessive  rate  on  hardwood  lumber — 
Rockwood  to  McKeesport. 


Closed  September  4,  1913. 


In  re  cancelling  old  contract  and  install- 
ing new  at  higher  rate. 


Closed  December  2,  1913. 


Alleged  delay  in  handling  shipment  of 
perishable  express  matter. 

Closed  June  19,  1913. 


In  re  station  facilities  and  train  accom- 
modations at  Blossburg. 

Closed  August  4,  1913. 


In  re  service  on  Johnstown  & Somerset 
Branch  with  reference  to  train  leav- 
ing Somerset  between  4:30  and  .5:00 
o’clock  P.  M.,  on  Mav  26,  1913. 

Closed  July  18,  1913. 
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1077.  J.  Sharon  McDonald 

vs.  * 

Waynesburg  & Washington  Rail- 
road Company. 

Filed  June  3,  1913. 


1078.  E.  J.  Swanson 
vs. 

Northwestern  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
ways Company. 

Filed  June  4,  1913. 


1079.  Theodore  R.  Helb 
vs. 

Western  Maryland  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  June  7,  1913. 


1080.  Elmer  E.  Smith 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  June  10,  1913. 


1081.  Max  Steinbach 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  June  10,  1913. 


1082.  Edriga  Kopan 
vs. 

Wilkes-Barre  Railway  Company. 
Filed  June  10,  1913. 


1083.  Hinman  Brothers 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  June  5,  1913. 


1084.  Frank  P.  Myers 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Com- 
pany. 

Piled  June  16,  1913. 


1085.  John  C.  Miller 
vs. 

Buffalo  & Ijake  Erie  Traction  Com- 
pany 

Piled  June  21,  1913. 


1086.  Borough  Council  of  Middlesex 
vs. 

Republic  Railway  & Light  Com- 
pany. 

Piled  June  26,  1913. 


1087.  American  Freight,  Audit  & Stor- 
age Company, 
vs. 

^Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company . 
New  York  Central  & Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company. 
Buffalo,  Rochester  & Pittsburgh 
Railway  Company. 

Filed  June  28,  1913. 


Petition  for  flag  stop  of  train  No.  158  at 
Braddock. 


Closed  August  4,  1913. 

In  re  extra  charge  made  on  shipment  of 
packages  to  Edinboro  unless  prepaid. 


Closed  August  20,  1913. 


Alleged  unreasonable  increase  of  rate  on 
full  and  empty  beer  kegs  from  York 
to  East  Berlin. 

Closed  August  4,  1913. 


In  re  shipments  of  milk  from  Lewisburg. 


Closed  July  18,  1913. 


In  re  passenger  fare  from  non-agency 
stations . 


Closed  September  10,  1913. 


In  re  height  of  steps  on  troUey  cars. 


Closed  August  19,  1913. 


Excessive  produce  rate  out  of  Philadel- 
phia. 

Closed  December  2,  1913. 


Listing  of  Telephone. 


Closed  August  4,  1913. 

In  re  passengers  on  front  platforms  of 
cars. 


Closed  July  18,  1913. 


AUeged  excessive  rate  of  fare  from  West 
Middlesex  to  Sharon. 


Closed  December  8,  1913. 

Alleged  excessive  rate  covering  13  cars 
of  empty  beer  carriers  from  Hastings 
to  DuBois. 


Closed  January  7,  1914. 
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1088.  Hamburg  Vitrified  Brick  Com- 
pany, 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Piled  June  28,  1913. 


1089.  American  Plate  Glass  Company 
vs. 

Kane  & Elk  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  June  30,  1913. 


1090.  W.  G.  Group 
vs. 

York  Telephone  & Telegraph  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  July  1,  1913. 


1091.  John  Slicker 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Southern  Railroad 
Company. 

FUed  July  7,  1913. 


1092.  W.  R.  Wherry 
vs. 

Altoona  Northern  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Piled  July  7,  1913. 


1093.  Residents  of  Indiana  & Westmore- 
land Counties 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company . 
Piled  July  7,  1913. 


1094.  Residents  of  Madera,  et  al. 
vs. 

New  York  Central  & Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company. 

Filed  July  7,  1913. 


1095.  Crucible  Steel  Company  of  Amer- 
ica 

vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  July  18,  1913. 


1096.  A.  D.  Wingert,  et  al. 
vs. 

Western  Maryland  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  July  12,  1913. 


1097.  Boroughs  of  Lansford,  Tamaqua, 
Summit  Hill  and  Coaldale 
vs. 

Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways 
Company. 

Filed  July  16,  1913. 


Alleged  excessive  rate  on  coal  from 
Auburn  and  Landingville  to  Hamburg. 

Dismissed  December  2,  1913. 

Alleged  discriminatory  demurrage  charge. 
Closed  May  6,  1914. 

Rate  for  telephone  service. 

Closed  September  13,  1913. 

Rate  on  hay — Holden  to  Byrnedale. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Unsafe  condition  of  track  and  equipment. 

Closed  Augisst  8,  1913. 

Protesting  against  regulation  requiring 
shippers  of  milk  from  New  Florence, 
to  load  same  on  cars. 

Closed  September  10,  1913. 

Train  service  between  Clearfield  and 
Irvona. 

Closed  June  16,  1914. 

Switching  and  demurrage  charge. 

Closed  January  8,  1914. 

Train  service  between  Chambersburg  and 
Shippensburg. 

Dismissed  January  7,  1914. 

Inadequate  service  and  equipment. 


Closed  December  2,  1913. 
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1098.  J.  E.  Meginnes 

vs.  ' 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  July  22,  1913. 


Rate  of  Fare— New  Hope  to  Philadelphia. 
Closed  September  12,  1913. 


1099.  Paul  Rudert 
vs. 

Saxonburg  Telephone  Companv 
Filed  July  25,  1913. 


Long  distance  rate— Saxonburg  to  Pitts- 
burgh. 

Closed  February  19,  1914. 


1100.  William  G.  Blough 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  July  25,  1913. 


Refusal  to  deliver  freight  to  Jerome. 
Pending. 


1101. 


Council  of  the  Borough  of  Rate  of  fare 
Tullytown. 
vs. 

Trentou,  Bristol  & Philadelphia 
Street  Railwi^y  Company. 

Filed  July  26,  1913.  Closed  December  2,  1913. 
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REPORTS  OF  COMPLAINTS 

FILED  WITH  AND  DETERMINED  BY  THE 

PENNSYLVANIA  STATE  RAILROAD 
COMMISSION. 

Januai’y  1,  1913,  to  July  26,  1913. 
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OFFICIAL  DOCUMENT. 


No.  27, 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  985. 


TOWANDA  BUSINESS  MEN’S  ASSO- 
CIATION 
vs. 

LEHIGH  VALLEY  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 


^InsufBcient  night  mail  service. 


J 


Filed  December  17,  1912. — Withdrawn  January  7,  1913. 


The  Complainants,  by  petition,  averred  that  owing  to  a change  of  schedule  of 
the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company  the  night  mail  service  for  Towanda  has  been 
impaired,  the  morning  delivery  has  been  delayed  one  hour,  while  closing  hours  for 
maU  have  been  advanced  from  one  to  one  and  one-half  hours  earlier. 

The  Complainant  advised  the  Commission,  before  answer  was  received  from  the 
Respondent  Company,  that  the  trouble  complained  of  had  been  satisfactorily  adjusted 
and  asked  leave  to  withdraw  the  case,  which  was  granted. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  967. 


GEORGE  BRUBAKER 
VS. 

PHILADELPHIA  AND  READING  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 


Inadequate  service  on  miners’ 
train  between  Trevorton  and 
Dunklebergers . 


Filed  November  2,  1912. — Closed  January  8,  1913. 


The  Complaint  alleged  that  unsatisfactory  service  was  afforded  to  the  miners 
employed  at  the  Katherine  CoUiery  between  that  point  and  Trevorton. 

The  Respondent  advised  the  Commission  that  when  the  Katherine  Colliery  was 
originally  opened  they  were  requested  by  the  operators  to  extend  their  afternoon 
miners’  train  from  North  Franklin  to  Shamokin  and  to  Dunklebergers.  This  neces- 
sitated the  train  leaving  Dunklebergers  at  3:50  o’clock  P.  M.,  and  this  train  was  run 
for  a year  or  more  when  the  operators  requested  that  a special  train  be  run  from 
Dunklebergers  to  Trevorton  and  Shamokin,  leaving  Dunklebergers  at  4:45  o’clock  P. 
M,.  as  the  regular  miners’  train  left  Dunklebergers  too  early.  It  was  also  under- 
stood that  when  this  additional  train  was  put  on,  the  company  reserved  the  right  to 
handle  coal  cars  on  the  train ; that  this  is  the  only  way  in  which  the  business  can  be 
handled,  unless  an  extra  crew  would  be  put  on,  and  to  do  this,  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances, the  railroad  company  would  be  put  to  an  expense  of  about  $40.00  per 
day,  and  that  the  total  amount  of  revenue  from  passenger  service  daily  amounts  to 
$6.84, — this  amount  being  about  one  cent  per  mile  for  men  and  one-half  cent  per 
mile  for  boys.  Under  the  above  conditions,  the  Respondent  averred  that  the  service 
was  adequate. 

The  Commission  sent  a copy  of  the  answer  to  the  Complainant  with  the  advice 
that  if  the  facts  were  correctly  set  out  by  the  Respondent,  the  Commission  is  of 
the  opinion  that  the  complaint  is  not  well  founded,  and  marked  the  case  closed. 


(25) 


26 


ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


Off.  Doc 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  988. 


CHARLES  H.  MITCHELL  ^ 


vs. 

LEHIGH  VALLEY  TRANSIT 
COMPANY. 

Piled  December  18,  1912 


Lack  of  protection  at  grade  cross- 
""  ing. 

. — Closed  January  8,  1913. 


The  Complainant  averred  that  the  Respondent  Company,  in  the  construction  of 
a cut  across  Walnut  Street,  in  the  building  of  its  new  road  from  Norristown  to 
Lansdale,  is  maintaining  a dangerous  crossing  to  the  traveling  public. 

Respondent  advised  the  Commission  that  the  cut  was  made  through  the  State 
Highway,  under  agreement  with  the  State  Highway  Commissioner,  and  under  the 
supervision  of  the  engineer  of  that  Department,  and  the  contractor  was  doing 
everything  possible  to  install  the  bridge  in  accordance  with  the  instructions  of  the 
said  Highway  Commissioner. 

The  Commission  forwarded  a copy  of  the  answer  to  the  Complainant  for  comment 
and  as  no  response  was  made  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  997. 

MILI.ER  CONSTRUCTION  COMPANY  ^ 

vs.  I 

PITTSBURGH,  SHAWMUT  & NORTH-  j>-I^®™"rrage  charges  on  private  car. 
ERN  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  j 

Filed  December  30,  1912. — Closed  January  9,  1913. 

A complaint  was  made  relative  to  demurrage  charges  assessed  on  private  cars 
placed  on  Respondent’s  siding  at  Eldred. 

The  Commission  advised  the  Complainant  that  as  the  cars  were  on  the  Respondent 
Company’s  siding  for  the  purpose  of  loading  and  were  detained  beyond  the  free 
time  allowed  under  the  demurrage  rules,  there  is  no  reason  why  Complainant  should 
be  relieved  of  said  demurrage  charges. 

The  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  884. 

VENANGO  OIL  AND  SUPPLY  COMPANY p 

vs.  Refusal  to  deliver  less  than  carload 

THE  PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  freight  upon  private  siding. 

COMPANY. 

Piled  .Tune  1.5,  1912. — Closed  .Tanuary  11,  1913. 

Complaint  was  made  against  the  regulation  of  Respondent  which  prohibited 
the  delivery  of  less  than  carload  lots  of  freight  upon  individual  sidings.  The  Re- 
spondent defended  its  practice  on  the  ground  that  the  handling  of  less  than  carload 
freight  upon  such  sidings  would  seriously  interfere  with  the  prompt  handling  of  its 
equipment  placed  upon  the  sidings  in  question  for  the  loading  and  unloading  of 
carload  freight. 


No.  27. 
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The  Commission  held  a hearing  on  the  complaint  and  after  due.  consideration 
rendered  the  following  opinion: 

It  developed  at  the  hearing  that  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company 
have  never  issued  any  taritf  for  the  delivery  on  private  siding  of  5,000 
pounds  or  more,  less  carload  lots,  and  if  any  shipments  of  that  character 
have  been  made  such  shipments  have  not  been  made  under  the  authority 
of  any  of  the  tariff  sheets  of  the  Company. 

The  last  tariff  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  issued  April 
15th,  1912,  specifically  provides  that  nothing  less  than  carloads  shall  be 
received  or  transported  for  delivery  on  private  sidings  except  such  as 
are  covered  by  the  supplement  of  the  said  tariff  sheets,  called  Ferry 
Car  Service,  which  exceptions  are  not  applicable  to  this  case,  but  ef- 
fective January  1st,  1913. 

Now,  however,  effective  on  the  first  of  this  month,  the  Respondent 
Company  has  put  into  effect  a supplement  to  their  tariff  providing  that 
such  shipments  of  not  less  than  10,000  pounds  will  be  received  and  de- 
livered on  private  sidings,  which  provision,  while  in  part  at  least  and 
possibly  in  the  majority  of  instances,  meets  the  requirements  of  the 
Complainant.  The  Railroad  Company  alleges  that  to  receive  less  than 
that  amount,  so  consigned,  would  so  largely  increase  the  traffic  of  that 
character  as  to  embarrass  the  Company  in  the  discharge  of  its  duty  in 
other  respects,  and  particularly  in  delivering  and  receiving  freight  from 
these  private  sidings  of  the  character  for  which  those  sidings  -were  pri-  v 
marily  constructed  and  to  which  purpose  they  are  dedicated,  and  in  addi- 
tion thereto  that  the  compensation,  according  to  their  tariff  rates,  would 
not  be  suflicient  to  remunerate  them  for  the  service  performed. 

In  view,  therefore,  of  the  facts  and  circumstances  above  enumerated, 
the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that,  since  the  adoption  of  the  supple- 
mentary tariff  in  effect  on  the  first  instant,  it  would  not  be  warranted 
at  this  time,  and  with  its  itrescnt  information,  in  making  a recommenda- 
tion that  the  shipments  in  question  shall  be  further  reduced  to  the  amount 
of  5,000  pounds. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  962. 

H.  J.  FRY 
vs. 

HUNTINGDON  AND  BROAD  TOP  MOUN- 
TAIN RAILROAD  AND  COAL  COM- 
PANY. 

Filed  November  12,  1912. — Closed  January  13,  1913. 

The  complainant  alleged  discrimination  in  the  distribution  of  cars,  stating 
that  on  November  2nd  he  ordered  six  cars  to  be  placed  at  the  rate  of  one  car 
per  day  beginning  the  4th  of  November,  but  that  up  to  the  11th  he  had  received 
only  one  car,  whereas  cars  "were  placed  for  other  parties  who  did  not  order  until 
after  complainant. 

The  Respondent  advised  the  Commission  that  they  own  no  box  or  lumber  gon- 
dola cars,  depending  entirely  upon  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  to  furnish 
that  kind  of  equipment;  that  their  equipment  consists  entirely  of  coal  cars,  which 
will  not  answer  the  purposes  of  the  complainant ; that  this  delay  was  caused  by 
the  scarcity  of  cars  at  that  time  and  was  not  the  fault  of  the  Respondent. 

As  the  complainant  failed  to  further  prosecute  his  complaint  the  same  was 
marked  closed. 


Discrimination  in  car  distribution. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  984. 


INDIANA  FOUNDRY  COMPANY, 

LIMITED, 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

Piled  December  16,  1912. — Closed  January  22,  1913 


Excessive  rate  on  coke  from  Grace- 
ton  to  Indiana. 


The  Complainants  alleged  that  the  rate  on  foundry  coke  from  Graceton  to  In- 
diana, Pennsylvania,  at  fifty-five  cents  per  ton  is  excessive, — the  haul  being  about 
eight  miles  in  comparison  to  fifty  cents  per  ton  on  pig  metal  having  practically 
four  times  the  value  of  coke  delivered  on  a haul  of  fifty-nine  miles  for  fifty  cents 
per  ton. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  the  Commission  that  the  rate  was  reduced 
to  forty-five  cents  per  ton,  effective  January  3,  1913. 

A copy  of  this  communication  was  sent  to  the  Complainant  for  comment  and  as  it 
failed  to  respond  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  992. 


A.  L.  STEVENS 

^ vs. 

LEHIGH  VALLEY  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 


Alleged  discrimination  in  car  ser- 
^ vice. 


Piled  December  23,  1912. — Withdrawn  January  22,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  discrimination  in  the  matter  of  the  distribution  of 
cars  for  the  purpose  of  loading  mine  and  prop  timber,  stating  that  the  delay  in 
furnishing  cars  was  such  as  to  seriously  interfere  with  his  business. 

The  Commission  submitted  the  complaint  to  the  Respondent  for  answer,  but  before 
answer  was  received.  Complainant  advised  the  Commission  that  the  matter  had 
been  satisfactorily  adjusted  by  a promise  on  the  part  of  the  Respondent  that  there 
will  not  be  any  delay  in  the  furnishing  of  cars ; and  expressed  his  desire  to  with- 
draw the  complaint,  which  accordingly  was  granted. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  989. 

KOLB’S  BAKERY 

V8. 

QUICK  DELIVERY  EXPRESS 
COMPANY. 

Filed  December  20,  1912. — Dismissed  January  28,  1913. 

The  Complainant  averred  that  an  excessive  rate  of  thirty  cents  per  one  hundred 
pounds  gross  on  bread  in  bulk  is  charged  between  Scranton  and  Carbondale,  also 
to  any  intermediate  point. 


1 


Excessive  rate  for  transportation 
of  bread. 


No.  27. 
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The  Respondent,  in  answer  to  the  complaint,  advised  that  the  Gopiplainant  in- 
formed them  that  it  was  their  desire  that  bread  should  be  delivered  in  Oarbondale 
as  early  as  six  o’clock  in  the  morning,  and  that  their  sales  at  that  time  amounted 
to  from  fifteen  hundred  ty  two  thousand  pounds  of  bread  daily  ; that  Respondent 
advised  Complainant  it  could  not  afford  to  run  a special  car  for  that  amount  of 
business  but  that  they  were  assured  that  if  it  were  possible  to  make  a six  o’clock 
A.  M.  delivery  in  (Jarbondale  that  unquestionably  sales  of  bread  would  triple. 
With  that  expectation  Respondent  agreed  to  run  a car  as  desired  and  charge  a rate 
of  twenty-five  cents  per  hundred  weight, — this  price  to  include  the  return  of 
empty  crates  wheich  weigh  one  hundred  and  eighty  pounds  each.  The  amount  of 
bread  shipped  by  the  Complainant  did  not  increase  and  about  the  beginning  of  October 
an  agreement  was  entered  into  that  the  charge  should  be  thirty  cents  per  hundred 
pounds — empties  to  be  returned  free ; that  two  steam  roads  were  operated  between 
Scranton  and  Carbondale  and  the  rates  charged  by  these  comimnies  for  the  trans- 
portation of  bread  is  forty  cents  per  hundred  pounds,  with  a charge  of  twenty-five 
cents  each  for  the  return  of  empty  crates.  None  of  the  roads  operate  a schedule  that 
would  enable  the  Complainant  to  deliver  bread  in  Carbondale  at  or  before  six 
A.  M.,  and  it  was  for  that  reason  that  the  Respondent  agreed  to  operate  a special 
car. 

The  answer  of  the  Respondent  was  sent  to  the  Complainant  with  the  advice  that 
if  the  facts,  as  stated  in  the  answer,  were  correct,  there  appears  to  be  no  just  ground 
for  the  complaint,  and  the  case  was  dismissed. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  the  Respondent  Company  refused  to  deliver  ship- 
ments to  the  Williams  Valley  Railroad  although  the  same  were  routed  for  delivery 
over  that  road. 

As  further  correspondence  developed  that  the  shipments  complained  of  were 
interstate  shipments,  the  Commission  notified  the  Complainant  that  it  was  with- 
out jurisdiction,  and  marked  the  case  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1007. 


UNRIVALED  HOSIERY  MILL 


vs. 


NORTHERN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


Filed  January  21,  1913.— Closed  February  1,  1913. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  881. 


S.  LEBOW 


vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  T 

COMPANY.  J 

Filed  Jime  8,  1812. — Closed  J 


C 

Rate  on  scrap  iron  Pittsburgh  to 
Vienna. 


anuary  8,  1913. 


Complaint  was  made  of  an  alleged  excessive  rate  upon  a car  of  pipe  iron  from 
Pittsburgh  to  Vienna,  alleging  that  the  rate  charged  of  seventeen  cents  per  hun- 
dred pounds  was  discriminatory  as  compared  with  a rate  of  eight  and  one-half 
cents  per  one  hundred  pounds  via  Washington,  Pa.,  to  the  same  destination,  and 
another  rate  of  ten  and  one-half  cents  per  one  hundred  pounds  between  the  same 
points  via  Wheeling,  W.  Va. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  averred  that  the  shipment  was  correctly  charged  at 
seventeen  cents  per  one  hundred  pounds,  but  admitted  that  the  charge  was  ex- 
tremely high,  and  that  as  inasmuch  as  the  shipment  should  have  been  forwarded 
via  Washington,  Pa.,  a combination  of  local  rates,  which  would  have  been  seven 
cent.s  per  one  hundred  pounds,  that  making  the  lowest  combination,  it  was  wUling 
to  adjust  the  charges  on  the  shipment  in  question  upon  the  seven  cent  basis. 

A refund  between  the  difference  of  the  rates  charged  the  Complainant  and  the 
seven  cent  rate  in  effect  between  the  points  in  question  via  Washington,  Pa.,  was 
made  to  the  Complainant,  and  the  same  being  entirely  satisfactory  to  him  the  case 
wa.s  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  388. 

WILLIAM  T.  FOWLER,  ET  AL  "I  In  re  station  facilities  at  Eagle- 
vs.  V ville  on  the  Bald  Eagle  Valley 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  J Branch. 

Piled  February  7,  1910. — Closed  February  13,  1913. 

Complainants  averred  that  the  station  facilities,  both  for  passengers  and  freight, 
at  Eagleville,  a point  on  the  Bald  Eagle  Valley  Branch  of  Respondent’s  system, 
were  wholly  inadequate. 

After  hearing  and  inspection  the  case  was  disposed  of  by  the  following 

OPINION. 

The  Commission,  after  a personal  inspection  of  the  place  and  a very 
careful  consideration  of  existing  conditions  at  EaglevUle,  as  gleaned 
from  correspondence  and  personal  interview  of  both  Complainant  and 
Respondent,  has  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  people  of  that  com- 
munity should  be  granted  better  station  facilities.  The  building  now 
erected  at  that  point  and  serving  the  purpose  of  a station  is  too  small 
to  afford  proper  protection  to  passengers  in  cold  or  inclement  weather. 

No  water-closet  is  found  upon  the  grounds,  and  no  provision  made  to 
shelter  the  freight  shipped  to  that  point,  which,  it  appears,  would 
amount  to  considerable  in  a year,  if  patrons  were  given  some  accommo- 
dation to  protect  their  shipments  from  the  weather  upon  arrival  at  Eagle- 
ville. The  Commission,  therefore, 

RECOMMENDS 

That  Respondent,  within  a reasonable  time,  either  enlarge  its  present 
structure  at  Eagleville,  or  erect  a new  building  so  as  to  afford  both 
adequate  room  for  the  accommodation  of  passengers,  and  a room  in 
which  to  store  freight  upon  its  arrival  until  called  for  by  the  consignee ; 
and  also  provide  toilet  facilities. 


No.  27. 
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COMPLAIJS^T  DOCKET  NO.  828. 


VULCAN  CRUCIBLE  STEEL  COMPANY,  ' 
ET  AL. 


In  re  proposed  removal  of  Express 
> Oflice  from  Aliquippa  to  Wood- 


vs. 


lawn. 


AMERICAN  EXPRESS  COMPANY. 


Piled  February  28,  1912.— Closed  February  13,  1913. 


Complainants  protested  against  the  proposed  closing  of  the  express  office  main- 
tained by  Respondent  in  Aliquippa,  Beaver  County,  and  the  taking  care  of  the 
business  at  that  point  from  the  olhce  at  Woodlawn. 

Respondent  stated  that  the  office  at  Aliquippa  was  without  means  of  either 
making  collections  or  delivery ; that  Woodlawn  was  distant  but  one  and  one- 
third  miles,  at  which  point  delivery  service  was  maintained;  that  by  the  change 
proposed,  the  patrons  at  Aliquippa  would  receive  better  service  than  they  formerly 
had,  because  of  the  delivery  and  collection  of  express  matter ; that  a branch  office 
would  be  maintained  at  Aliquippa  for  the  further  accommodation  of  patrons  residing 
at  that  place. 

A copy  of  the  answer  filed  was  sent  to  the  Complainants  for  comment. 

The  Vulcan  Crucible  Steel  Company,  in  commenting  upon  the  answer,  stated 
that  the  matter  had  been  taken  up  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
They  were,  therefore,  requested  to  inform  this  Commission  what  action  had  been 
taken  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  As  that  information  was  not  fur- 
nished, the  case  was  closed. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  he  had  occasion  to  travel  on  the  Altoona  and 
Cumberland  Branch  of  the  Respondent  Company’s  road;  that  on  Sunday  evening, 
August  11,  1912,  from  Claysburg  to  Holliday sburg,  a distance  of  twelve  miles, 
the  coaches  were  overcrowded. 

The  Respondent  advised  the  Commission  that  on  the  date  in  question  the  train 
consisted  of  one  combined  passenger  and  baggage  car,  three  coaches  and  one  Pullman 
car,  and  anticipating  unusually  heavy  travel,  an  extra  coach  was  added  to  the 
train  at  Cumberland.  After  leaving  Bedford,  a large  number  of  short  distance 
riders  were  picked  up,  which  was  not  anticipated,  and  the  number  of  which 
Respondent  had  no  previous  means  of  ascertaining,  and  they  could  not  be  pro- 
vided for;  that  it  is  the  rule  of  the  Company  to  furnish  ample  seating  capacity 
on  all  passenger  trains  when  the  number  of  prospective  passengers  are  known 
within  a reasonable  limit.  The  Respondent  also  filed  a statement  signed  by  the 
conductors,  stating  that  trains  have  not  been  so  crowded  that  passengei's  have  to 
stand.  Except  in  extreme  cases,  a sufficient  number  of  coaches  are  on  the  train 
to  properly  care  for  all  passengers. 

A copy  of  this  communication  was  sent  to  the  Complainant,  and  he  was  ad- 
vised from  the  facts  and  circumstances  deduced,  that  if  he  considered  the  ques- 
tion one  of  sufficient  importance,  it  would  be  necessary  to  appoint  a hearing.  As 
he  declined  to  present  himself  before  the  Commission  for  a hearing,  the  case  was 
marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  910. 


In  re  overcrowded  condition  of 
trains  between  Claysburg  and 
Hollidaysburg  on  Saturday  and 
Sunday  evenings. 


Filed  August  16,  1912. — Closed  February  13,  1913. 
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COMPLAENT  DOCKET  NO.  919. 

H.  PRANK  ESHELMAN  ^ 

vs.  vin  re  siding  facilities. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  J 

Piled  July  31,  1912. — Withdrawn  Pebruary  13,  1913. 

The  Complainants,  farmers  living  on  farms  south  of  and  within  a mile  of  the 
southern  limits  of  the  City  of  Lancaster,  petitioned  for  the  Respondent  to  place 
cars  of  fertilizer  and  other  products  which  it  hauls  for  said  petitioners,  upon  a 
switch  or  siding  on  its  Quarry ville  Branch,  beginning  near  Purnace  Street  in  the 
City  of  Lancaster,  and  extending  a distance  of  sixty  feet  south  of  the  southern  limits 
of  said  city,  where,  it  was  alleged  it  -would  be  just  as  convenient  for  the  peti- 
tioners to  unload ; that  the  only  other  accessible  place  to  which  commodities 
brought  by  the  petitioners  can  be  placed  for  unloading  is  on  the  Harrisburg  Turn- 
pike, over  two  and  one-half  miles  distant  from  the  siding  south  of  Lancaster, 
whereby  the  petitioners  are  put  to  an  expense  and  disadvantage  of  making  the 
round  trip  over  four  miles  longer  than  they  would  need  to  do  if  the  Respondent 
would  place  the  cars  for  unloading  upon  the  siding  first  referred  to. 

A personal  inspection  was  made  by  the  Commission  and  an  interview  had  with 
the  attorney  for  the  petitioners.  The  Commission  was  advised  after  said  interview, 
that  in  view  of  the  difficulties  arising  concerning  the  lack  of  ownership  by  the  rail- 
road of  land  at  places  where  siding  is  desired,  the  petitioners  have  decided  not  to 
press  application  any  further,  and  the  case  was  marked  withdrawn. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  937. 

E.  PISCHBR 
vs. 

WILKES-BARRE  STREET  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

Piled  September  28,  1912. — Closed  Pebruary  13,  1913. 

The  Complainant,  a resident  of  Wilkes-Barre,  averred  that  the  service  off- 
ered between  the  hours  of  five  and  seven  o’clock  P . M . , by  the  Respondent 
Company  is  inadequate  to  accommodate  the  traffic ; that  crowded  conditions  are  not 
alone  complained  of,  but  those  conditions  make  it  hard  for  the  crew  to  operate 
cars  promptly.  The  front  and  rear  platforms  are  used  while  the  cars  are  in 
motion  for  standing  room  which  the  conductor  is  required  to  keep  clear,  but 
cannot  when  the  cars  are  packed  to  their  utmost  capacity. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  the  Commission  that  cars  are  operated  dur- 
ing the  evening  hours  on  a 5-minute  headway,  putting  all  the  cars  in  service  that 
ir  is  practicable  to  operate  on  a single  track ; that  the  crew  in  charge  of  the  car 
upon  which  Complainant  was  riding  denied  that  any  passengers  were  riding  on  the 
front  platform  of  the  ear,  or  that  they  were  unable  to  properly  operate  the  car. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  sent  Complainant,  who  filed  comment  thereon,  and 
later  ad-vised  the  Commission  that  the  condition  was  somewhat  improved,  and  as 
he  failed  further  to  prosecute  his  complaint,  the  same  was  closed  for  lack  of 
prosecution . 


Overcrowded  condition  of  cars 
> between  the  hours  of  five  o’clock 
and  seven  o’clock  P.  M. 


No.  2i . 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  900. 


J-.  .1.  CULBERTSON 
vs. 

XOKTHWESTERN  PENNSYLVANIA 
RAIIAVAY  COMPANY. 


Insuflieient  beat  iu  vestibule  of 

>- 

cars . 


Piled  October  30,  1912. — Closed  February  13,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  discomfort  to  employees  and  patrons  in  the  failure  of 
the  Respondent  to  provide  sufficient  heat  iu  the  vestibules  of  its  ears. 

The  Respondent  advised  the  Commission  that  the  cars  on  all  their  lines  are 
heated  with  the  idea  of  giving  the  best  possible  comfort  to  the  passengers ; that 
it  is  impossible  in  the  city  cars  to  properly  obtain  an  even  temperature  with  the 
opening  and  closing  of  the  doors,  but  that  on  the  interurban  lines,  electric 
heaters  liave  been  installed  in  the  vestibules  of  all  ears. 

A copy  of  Respondent's  letter  was  sent  to  the  Complainant,  and  as  he  failed  to 
make  comment  on  the  same,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  96S. 

CITIZENS  OF  HOMEVILLE  T 

vs.  L Inadequate  service  and  equipment. 

PITTSBURGH  RAILWAYS  COMPANY.  J 

Piled  November  8,  1912.— Closed  February  13,  1913. 

The  Complainants,  citizens  of  HomevUle,  by  petition,  averred  that  the  roadbed 
of  the  Respondent  Company  is  in  such  a condition  as  to  be  dangerous  for  opera- 
tion, and  that  the  operating  schedule  is  not  maintained,  nor  are  the  cars  kept  in  a 
sanitary  condition . 

The  Respondent  advised  the  Commission  that  its  cars  do  not  become  disabled, 
delayed,  nor  off  the  track  unless  caused  by  dirt  and  debris  washed  off  the  hill- 
side on  to  the  highway  and  its  tracks,  completely  blocking  the  same;  that  the 
municipal  authorities  should  be  required  to  provide  sufficient  and  proper  water 
courses  and  drainage  for  the  entire  valley  and  all  intersecting  water  courses  : that 
the  railway  company  will  co-operate  in  this  work  in  any  reasonable  manner  pos- 
sible, and  that  until  this  is  done,  it  is  impossible  to  render  regular  and  satisfac- 
tory service.  . 

The  operating  schedule  is  a 20-minute  service  from  6:00  o’clock  to  9:00  ’clock  A.  iM.  ; 
40-minute  service  from  9.00  o’clock  A.  IM.  to  3.30  o’clock  P.  M.,  and  a 40-minute 
service  from  9:00  o’clock  P.  M.  to  midnight.  The  operating  schedule  is  maintained 
at  all  times  unless  cars  are  delayed  by  the  result  of  storms  or  an  accident ; that  the 
cars  are  properly  cleaned,  and  that  the  company  will  have  an  inspector  go  over  the 
road  at  least  once  a day,  and  do  all  in  its  power  to  keep  cars  on  time,  clean  and 
sanitary . 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  sent  to  the  Complainants,  and  as  they  failed  to 
file  comment  on  the  same,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 
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COMPLAINT  DUCKET  NO.  991. 


CLARENCE  H.  C.  BARTLETT 
vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  RAILWAYS  COMPANY. 


Inadequate  service  and  lack  of  pro- 
tection to  motormen. 


Piled  December  21,  1912. — Closed  Pebruary  13,  1913. 


A complaint  was  made  against  the  practice  of  the  Respondent  in  operating  cars 
from  Third  and  Jackson  Streets  to  Bow  Creek  without  enclosed  platforms  for  the 
protection  of  the  motormen ; also  that  the  seivice  of  Respondent  is  insuflicient  be- 
tween these  points. 

Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  the  Commission  that  they  have  a total  of  ten 
closed  cars  which  are  required  for  the  daily  schedule,  and  which  have  completely 
enclosed  vestibules ; that  the  other  four  cars  have  closed  fronts  from  the  dash  to 
the  hood,  but  do  not  have  folding  doors  at  the  side.  In  regard  to  insufficient 
schedule,  they  maintain  a headway  of  fifteen  minutes,  which  has  been  regularly 
in  operation  since  May  27,  1911,  and  that  this  schedule  is  still  being  maintained, 
although  the  business  does  not  wmrrant  it. 

A copy  of  the  answer  of  the  Respondent  was  sent  to  the  Complainant  for  com- 
ment and  as  no  response  was  made  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  998. 


A.  R.  POSTER 
vs. 

ADAMS  EXPRESS  COMPANY. 


Excessive  rate  from  Van  to  Prank- 
j lin. 


Piled  January  2,  1913. — Closed  Pebruary  13,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  on  a shipment  of  tools  from  Van  to  Pranklin  the 
express  rate  was  89  cents  in  one  direction,  whereas  between  the  same  points  in  the 
opposite  direction  he  was  compelled  to  pay  a rate  of  $1.95. 

Subsequently,  the  Complainant  advised  the  Commission  that  the  Respondent  had 
made  a satisfactory  adjustment  of  the  rate,  and  upon  this  statement  the  Commis- 
sion directed  the  case  to  be  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1019. 


GEORGE  L.  JAMES 
vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  & PENCOYD  RAIL- 
ROAD COMPANY. 


Alleged  nuisance  due  to  continous 
^ whistling  of  locomotives. 


Filed  January  28,  1913.— Closed  Pebruary  13,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  the  Respondent  Company  maintained  a nuisance 
through  the  continual  whistling  of  locomotives  in  approaching  the  Pencoyd  Furnaces 
in  Lower  Merion  Township. 

The  Commission  advised  the  Complainant  that  that  subject  is  one  which  is  a 
proper  matter  for  action  by  the  Courts,  and  not  one  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission,  and  marked  the  case  closed. 


No.  27. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  971. 


CATHERINE  D.  SMITH 
vs. 

ALLENTOWN  & READING  TRACTION  ^Uuheated  vestibules  of  cars. 
COMPANY, 

READING  TRANSIT  COMPANY.  ^ 

Filed  October  28,  1912. — Closed  February  13,  1913. 


The  Complainant,  in  behalf  of  rue  "Women's  Christian  Temperance  Union,  al- 
leged that  the  front  and  rear  vestibules  of  the  ears  of  the  Respondent  were  not 
heated,  and  therefore  uncomfortable  to  the  motormen  during  severe  weather. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  admitted  that  the  vestibules  of  its  cars  were  not 
heated,  but  averred  that  such  heating  was  unnecessary  and  that  their  motormen  did 
not  undergo  the  hardships  of  other.?  engaged  in  outside  employment.  It  averred 
further  that  its  motormen  preferred  to  work  under  the  conditions  as  at  present 
existed . 

After  a full  consideration  of  the  facts  before  the  Commission  it  advised  the 
Complainant  that  in  view  of  the  fact  that  no  complaint  had  been  received  from 
the  motormen  in  question  and  the  representation  to  the  Commission  that  they  pre- 
ferred the  open  vestibule,  it  did  not  feel  warranted  in  taking  any  action  in  the 
matter.  The  case  was  accordingly  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  951. 

BLAIR  LUMBER  COMPANY 

vs.  Excessive  rate  on  ties  as  com- 

LIGONIER  VALLEY  RAILROAD  f pared  with  rate  on  lumber. 

COMPANY. 

Filed  October  21,  1912. — Closed  February  13,  1913. 

Complaint  alleged  that  the  rate  on  railroad  ties  was  excessive  as  compared  with 
the  rate  on  lumber. 

The  Respondent  averred  that  a concession  had  been  made  in  the  lumber  rate  be- 
cause of  the  fact  that  lumber  was  the  principal  product  of  the  territory  in  ques- 
tion and  ties  incidental. 

The  Commission,  upon  investigation,  found  that  the  Official  Classification,  to 
which  Respondent  is  a subscriber,  placed  lumber  and  ties  in  the  same  class  and 
concluded  therefore  that  Respondent  was  in  error  in  charging  Complainants  more 
for  the  transportation  of  ties  than  for  the  transportation  of  lumber  and  recom- 
mended that  a refund  be  made  to  Complainants  of  such  excessive  charge  and  on 
future  shipments  that  the  rate  on  ties  should  not  exceed  the  rate  on  lumber. 

Upon  receipt  of  advice  from  Respondent  that  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mission had  been  complied  with,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  855. 


\V.  H.  COX  AND  COMPANY 
vs. 

LAKE  SllOKE  A MK.'HIGAN  SOUTHERN 
RAILWAY  COMPANY, 
PENNSYLVANIA  IHNES  WEST  OF 
PITTSBURGH. 


Ovei’cbarge  ou  lumber  Vau  to  New 
Castle. 


Filed  April  22,  1912. — Closed  February  13,  1913. 


Tbe  Complainant  tiled  with  tbe  Commis.sion  eommunicatituis  from  tbe  agents  of 
the  Respondents  at  <Jil  City  and  New  Castle,  (looting  a rate  of  eleven  and  one-half 
cents  per  one  hundred  pounds  on  lumb(  r,  carloads,  from  Franklin  and  Oil  City 
to  New  <lasth‘.  The  Complainant  shijtped  a carload  of  lumber  from  Van  to  New 
Castle,  tbe  distance  between  which  points  is  less  than  between  tbe  points  above  men- 
ticned,  upon  which  was  assessed  a charge  of  sixteen  cents  per  one  hundred  pounds. 
The  Complainant  theretori-  asked  for  reparation  of  tbe  dilfereuce  between  tbe  rates 
ciuoted  and  the  rates  upon  which  collection  was  made. 

In  compliance  with  tbe  Commission’s  recpiest  for  additional  inform.ation  the  Com- 
plainant advised  that  the  shipment  in  (luestion  moved  from  Van  to  Stoueboro,  over 
the  I.ake  .Shore  A IMichigan  .Southern  Railway,  and  from  Stoneboro  ]to  New  Castle 
over  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  averied  that  upon  investigation  it  was  found  that 
the  shipment  in  question  was  less  than  a carload  and  should  have  been  charged  as 
fourth  class  rate  of  fifteen  cents  per  one  hundred  pounds,  and  that  refund  would  be 
made  for  the  difference  between  the  sixteim  cent  and  fifteen  cent  rate  upon  presenta- 
tion of  proper  claim. 

Satisfactory  adjustment  being  made,  tbe  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  90G. 

}In  re  petition  for  establishment  of 
system  of  transfers. 

Filed  August  8,  1912. — Dismissed  P^ebruary  13,  1913. 

The  Comidainants,  citizens  of  I.emoyue,  Cumberland  county,  petitioned  the  Com- 
mis.sion to  establish  a system  of  transfers,  averring  that  when  they  had  to  go  to 
the  nearest  town  they  were  compelled  to  pay  two  fares  when  they  had  travelled 
only  a short  distance,  this  being  necessitated  because  of  a change  in  cars  to  reach 
the  place  to  which  the.v  desire  to  go. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  the  Commission  that  it  had  established  in 
order  to  operate  its  system,  what  is  known  as  zones  of  travel,  which,  in  its  judg- 
ment, are  absolutely  just  and  fair  to  the  traveling  public,  as  well  as  to  itself ; 
that  I.emoyne  is  reached  by  the  line  of  the  Harrisburg  and  Mechanicsburg  Electric 
Railway  Company,  (one  of  the  companies  operated  by  the  Valley  Traction  Com- 
pany) ; that  every  person  using  the  line  of  the  Harrisburg  and  Mechanicsburg 
Electric  Railway  Company  can  go  from  Lemoyne  to  the  City  of  Harrisburg  for 
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VALLEY  TRACTION  COMPANY. 
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one  fare,  or  can  go  from  Lemoj'iie  to  New  Cumberland — a distance  of-  two  miles — 
foi  one  fare  ; that  passengers  from  Lemoyne,  who  live  along  the  line  of  the  Har- 
risburg and  Mechanicsburg  Electric  Railway  Company  are  refused  transfers  to 
the  line  leading  to  Enola,  operated  by  this  Respondent,  for  the  reasons  that  the 
Enola  line  was  established  under  the  following  conditions:  That  the  village  of 

Enola  is  reached  by  the  lines  of  the  West  Fairview  and  Marysville  Electric  Rail- 
way Company  and  the  Fairview  and  Riverton  Passenger  Railway  Company,  and 
the  fare  was  fixed  at  an  exceptionally  low  rate  with  the  promoters  of  Enola,  in 
order  to  encourage  the  building  up  of  the  said  town ; and  to  grant  transfers  to 
the  citizens  of  Lemoyno,  living  upon  the  line  of  the  Harrisburg  and  Mechanics- 
burg Electric  Railway  Company  over  the  above  roads  leading  to  Enola,  would 
require  the  respondent  to  carry  passengers  receiving  such  transfers,  at  rates  that 
would  not  properly  compensate  Respondent  for  said  service. 

The  Complainant  was  advised  that  it  appeared  from  a full  consideration  of  the 
case  that  what  was  desired  was  the  privilege  of  transferring  at  the  west  end  of 
the  Harrisburg  Bridge  and  that  if  that  were  the  case,  it  is  beyond  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission,  as  nothing  in  the  Act  creating  it  authorizes  the  Commission  to 
establish  transfer  points  and  require  the  giving  of  transfers,  and  therefore  the  com- 
plaint W'as  dismissed . 


COMPLAINT  ])()CKl2T  NO.  Kill. 

GEORGE  L.  NIES 

vs.  Alleged  non-maintenance  of  sched- 

EPHRATA  & LEBANON  STREET  RAIL-  f ules. 

WAY  COMPANY.  J 

Filed  January  17,  1913. — Closed  February  11,  1913. 

Complaint  was  made  regarding  the  irregularity  of  the  operating  of  cars  and  the 
lack  of  proper  schedules. 

The  Respondent  advised  the  Commission  that  a schedule  was  maintained  leaving 
Ephrata  on  the  hour,  but  in  order  that  a connection  by  the  Conestoga  Traction 
Company  could  be  made,  cars  were  often  held  from  three  to  five  minutes. 

As  the  answer  of  the  Respondents  did  not  appear  to  disclose  any  practice  which 
seemed  to  be  unreasonable  to  the  Commi.ssion,  the  Complainant  was  forwarded 
copy  of  the  schedule  and  answer  of  the  Respondent,  and  the  case  was  marked 
closed . 


COilPLAlNT  DOCKET  NO.  948. 


S.  E.  WHITMER 


PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


I Use  of  tracks  on  borough  street 
I for  switching  purposes. 


Filed  October  16,  1912.— Closed  February  17,  1913. 

The  Complainant  alleged  that  Respondent  company,  during  the  year  1906,  moved 
their  main  line  of  two  tracks  running  through  the  borough  of  Newport,  on  Third 
Street  to  Front  Street,  increasing  their  line  to  four  tracks;  that  the  tracks  on 
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Third  Street  are  now  being  used  for  shifting  cars  and  have  not  been  removed, 
thereby  depriving  the  borough  of  the  use  of  one  of  its  principal  streets  for 
vehicles,  and  the  property  owners  of  an  entrance  to  their  properties;  also  causing 
great  danger  by  the  shifting  of  cars  over  several  main  cross  streets. 

Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  that  in  1905,  under  the  authority  of  the  Act  of 
March  17,  1869,  they  constructed  a four- track  line  about  two  miles  in  length  on 
pi'opei’ty  owned  in  fee  by  the  Company  adjacent  to  the  Juniata  River,  and  cutting 
through  the  Borough  of  Newport  for  a distance  of  about  twenty-live  hundred  feet, 
but  not  on  Front  Street,  retaining  the  original  two-track  line,  under  the  authority 
of  the  Act  of  April  3,  1872. 

Pursuant  to  an  ordinance  duly  enacted,  an  agreement  had  been  made  with  the  bor- 
ough providing  for  the  vacation  of  a portion  of  Front  Street  and  Ross  and  Spruce 
Alleys,  and  the  opening  of  Penn  Avenue,  in  order  to  make  it  accessible  for  pas- 
senger station  purposes  purchased  by  that  Company  ; that  the  old  line  retained  by 
the  Company  is  used  to  serve  six  large  industries,  as  well  as  the  freight  station, 
whicli  occupies  the  site  of  the  former  passenger  station  and  is  near  the  borough 
limits ; that  the  removal  of  the  tracks  from  Third  Street  for  a distance  of  about 
a thousand  feet  in  the  center  of  the  old  line  would  seriously  inconvenience  the 
Respondent,  as  well  as  the  industries  and  the  citizens  of  Newport  generally. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  sent  to  the  Complainant  with  the  advice  that  the 
Commission  has  gone  as  far  as  its  authority  permits,  and  that  it  seemed  now  to  be  a 
case  where  the  borough  authorities  must  act  by  some  proper  proceeding  in  the 
Court. 


Filed  August  29,  1912. — Certified  to  the  Attorney  General  February  17,  1913. 

Complaint  was  made  against  the  practice  of  Respondent  in  charging  an  excess  of 
ten  cents  when  a passenger  boarded  a train  at  an  agency  or  non-agency  station 
without  a ticket,  paying  his  fare  on  the  train.  This  excess  was  refunded  by 
Respondent  only  in  cases  where  the  fare  was  less  than  thirty-five  cents. 

Alter  considerable  correspondence,  the  Commission  advised  the  Railroad  Com- 
pany that,  in  its  opinion,  the  proper  practice  to  pursue  was  that  already  in  effect 
generally  on  railroads  throughout  the  State,  with  the  exception  of  the  Erie  Railroad 
Company,  which  was  to  make  an  additonal  charge  of  10  cents  when  a passenger’s 
faro  was  paid  to  a conductor  on  a train,  for  which  a memoradum  calling  for  a 
refund  of  that  amount  was  given  to  the  passenger,  redeemable  for  its  face  value 
upoii  presentation  at  any  agency  station  of  the  Company.  The  Commission  ac- 
cordingly recommended  that  a similar  practice  be  adopted  by  the  Erie  Railroad 
Company. 

The  Respondent,  however,  refused  to  comply  with  the  recommendation  of  the 
Commission,  and  the  case  was  accordingly  certified  to  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  Commonwealth  for  legal  action,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  May  31st,  1907,  creating  the  Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commission. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  922. 


J.  M.  LININGER 


when 


ERIE  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


No.  27. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1014. 


BOROUGH  COUNCIL  OF  WEST  FAIR-n 


VIEW 

vs. 

NORTHERN  CENTRAL  Rx^ILWAY 


Petition  for  establishment  of  a 
freight  agency,  passenger  service 
and  express  facilities. 


COMPANY. 


Filed  January  20,  1913.— Closed  June  18,  1913. 


This  complaint  ijetitioned  for  the  establishment  of  better  freight  and  passenger 
facilities  at  West  Fairview,  Cumberland  County,  alleging  that  the  growth  of  the 
Borough  warranted  better  service  than  now  existed. 

Ill  answer,  the  Respondent  averred  that  the  passenger  service  between  West 
Fairview  and  Harrisburg  had  been  discontinued  because  it  had  not  been  remunera- 
tive. It  also  averred  that  the  freight  business  had  decreased  to  such  an  extent 
as  not  to  warrant  the  company  installing  additional  facilities. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant,  and  as  no  further  ad- 
vices were  received,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  983. 


TRESSLER,  SCHLEGEL  AND  COMPANY 
vs. 


PHILADELPHIA  AND  READING  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 


Refusal  to  deliver  shipments  at 
Otto  unless  prepaid. 


Filed  December  10,  1912.— Closed  February  19,  1913. 


Complaint  was  made  against  the  refusal  of  the  Respondent  Company  to  accept 
consignments  for  delivery  at  Otto  Station,  unless  the  same  were  prepaid. 

Respondent  advised  that  Otto  Station  is  a prepaid  station  at  which  there  is  no 
agent. 

The  Commission  advised  the  Complainant  that  the  courts  have  recognized  the 
rights  of  a railroad  company  to  require  prepayment  of  freight  consigned  to  non- 
agency stations,  and  closed  the  case. 


COMPLrilNT  DOCKET  NO.  1015. 


F.  W.  DEAN 
vs. 

UNITED  STATES  EXPRESS 
COMPANY. 


Refusal  to  accept  honey  for  ship- 
^ ment  unless  release  is  signed. 


Filed  January  21,  1913. — Closed  March  6,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  the  agent  of  the  Respondent  Company  at  New 
Milford,  had  refused  to  accept  a shipment  of  honey  for  Nicholson,  Wyoming  County, 
without  the  execution  of  a guarantee,  notwithstanding  the  offer  to  prepay  the 
express  charges  on  the  shipment. 
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The  Respondent  advi.sed  the  Commi.ssion  that  the  shipment  in  question  had  been 
forwarded,  and  the  former  agent  at  Now  Milford,  was  in  error  in  assuming 
that  he  had  authority  to  ask  Complainant  for  a release  or  guarantee  in  connection 
with  the  shipment  in  question. 

A copy  of  said  answer  was  forwarded  to  Complainant,  and  the  case  was  marked 
closed . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKLT  NO.  102!). 


F.  W.  FINK 


vs. 

PHII.ADELPITIA  RAPID  TRANSIT 
COMPANY. 


Insufficient  service  on  Ridge  Ave- 
nue line. 


Filed  Feln-uary  13,  1913.— Closed  March  6,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  the  service  on  the  Ridge  Avenue  line  of  the  Re- 
spondent Company  was  insuflicient  and  that  the  cars  were  overcrowded,  especially 
during  the  rush  hours. 

J he  Respondent,  in  its  answer,  advised  that  the  inadequate  terminal  facilities 
at  FroTit  and  Arch  Streets  made  it  impossible  for  it  to  operate  larger  cars  on  its 
Ridge  Avenue  Line;  but  that  during  the  morning  rush  hours  a .56-second  schedule 
is  maintained,  while  during  the  evening  rush  hours,  a 45-second  schedule  is  main- 
tained. 

A copy  of  the  answer  of  the  Respondent  was  sent  to  tlie  Complainant  for  his  com- 
nicnt  and  as  ho  failed  to  repl.v  to  the  same,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


C’OMrLAJNT  DCKTvET  NO,  1038. 


W.  F.  BROWN  AND  COMPANY 


vs. 

I.IGONIFR  VALLEY  RAILROAD 
COMPANY, 


Alleged  discrimination  in  car  dis- 
tribution. 


Filed  February  27,  1913.— Withdrawn  March  6.  1913 


Complainant  alleged  that  they  were  discriminated  against  in  the  distribution  of 
cars,  stating  that  while  there  were  jdenty  of  cars  all  winter,  most  of  the  cars  were 
carded  for  individual  mines  for  fuel  orders,  and  that  all  the  carded  cars  are  not 
counted  in  the  distribution  ; and  as  carded  cars  are  about  equal  to  about  ninety 
per  cent,  of  the  car  supply,  comnlainant  would  only  get  their  proportion  of  the  oars 
of  the  other  ten  per  cent.,  or  only  about  two  cars  weekly,  whereas,  they  are  rated 
at  two  cars  daily. 

The  Respondent  denied  that  the  carded  cars  were  not  counted  in  this  distribution, 
but  that  all  cars,  whether  carded  or  not,  are  counted  in  the  daily  distribution,  and 
that  the  Complainants  received  their  percentage,  and  filed  a statement  showing  the 
number  of  cars  placed  and  date  when  released. 


No.  27.  PKNNSYI.VANIA  STATE  KAILUOAD  COMMISSION.  M 

The  Complainant,  upon  receiviu;'  the  answer  of  the  Respondent  that  all  cars, 
whether  carded  or  not,  were  counted  in  the  distribution,  expressed  its  desire  to 
withdraw  the  complaint,  which  was  granted. 


COMPLAI^sT  ]»OCKPT  NO.  9S2. 


EXCELSIOR  BRASS  WORKS 
vs. 

PEXNSYIA'ANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


1 

I 


Rate  on  coal  between  Duncannon 
and  Reading. 


Filed  December  5,  1912. — Closed  March  7,  1913. 

The  Complainants,  brass  manufacturers  at  Reading,  alleged  that  the  freight 
rate  charged  for  the  transportation  of  river  coal  from  Juniata  Bridge  or  Duncannon 
is  exorbitant. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  the  Commission  that  the  coal  in  question 
is  anthracite  coal  dredged  from  the  Susquehanna  River;  that  the  rate  of  $1.90  per 
ton  is  the  mileage  rate  as  covered  by  published  tariff,  the  distance  from  Duncannon 
to  Reading  being  142  miles ; that  the  mileage  tariff  in  question  is  published  pri- 
marily to  meet  emergencies,  and  if  there  is  any  actual  tonnage  to  move  from  Dun- 
cannon to  Reading,  and  a request  is  made  by  the  Complainants  for  reduction  in 
the  rate,  such  request  would  receive  consideration. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  sent  to  Complainants,  and  as  they  failed  to  comment 
on  the  same,  the  case  was  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  993. 

C.  M.  HENDERSON 
vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  Rx^lPID  TRANSIT 

COMPANY.  J 

Filed  December  28,  1912. — Closed  March  7,  1913. 

The  Complainant  alleged  that  cars  on  the  Haddington  Division  of  the  Respondent 
Company’s  road  wore  not  properly  heated;  also,  that  the  same  were  overcrowded. 

The  Respondent  advised  the  Commission  that  all  the  cars  are  equipped  with 
electric  heaters;  that  five  times  each  day  the  temperature  is  taken,  both  inside  and 
outside  of  the  cars.  Tests  have  shown  that  the  cars  are  always  about  ten  degrees 
warmer  than  the  outside  temperature. 

In  regard  to  the  operating  of  overcrowded  cars  on  this  Division,  the  Respondent 
advised  the  Commission  of  its  intention  of  installing  large  double  truck  cars  as 
soon  as  the  same  could  be  procured. 

A copy  of  the  Respondent's  communication  was  sent  to  the  Complainant  for 
comment,  and  as  he  failed  to  reply  to  same,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


^Insufficient  heat  in  ears. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1001. 


MORRISON  AND  RISMAN 

V8. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


I Alleged  excessive  rate  due  to  capa- 
I city  of  car. 


Filed  January  4,  1913. — Dismissed  March  7,  1913. 


The  Complainants  alleged  that  they  had  occasion  to  order  a large  rack  gondola 
car ; that  their  object  in  ordering  this  class  of  equipment  was  to  enable  them  to 
load  their  product  to  the  minimum  capacity  of  44,800  pounds  so  as  not  to  have  to 
pay  excess  freight;  that  the  Respondent  Company  was  unable  to  supply  this  car, 
but  furnished  another  in  which  they  were  only  able  to  load  35,100  pounds, — the 
result  being  that  they  were  compelled  to  pay  excess  freight. 

In  order  that  the  Commission  might  determine  whether  this  was  an  interstate 
shipment  or  not,  and  come  within  its  jurisdiction,  the  Complainant  was  requested 
to  furnish  information  as  to  the  points  between  which  this  shipment  moved,  and 
as  they  failed  to  do  so,  the  complaint  was  dismissed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKPIT  NO.  1013. 

A.  BUSHYAGER  AND  COMPANY 
vs 

MURRAYSVILLE  TELEPHONE 
COMPANY. 

Filed  January  20,  1913. — Withdrawn  March  7,  1913. 

Complainant  alleged  that  the  telephone  rates  from  Harrison  City  to  Jeannette  is 
ten  cents,  whereas  the  rate  in  the  opposite  direction  from  Jeannette  to  Harrison 
City  is  but  five  cents. 

Respondent,  in  answer,  stated  that  the  complaint  was  due  to  a misapprehension; 
that  the  rate  is  the  same  in  either  direction,  and  the  matter  had  been  fully  ex- 
plained to  the  Complainant. 

The  Complaint  requested  permission  to  withdraw  the  complaint  as  the  explana- 
tion of  the  Respondent  was  satisfactory  to  them. 


^Alleged  diserlminatory  toll  charges. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1035. 

GABRIEL  H.  MOYER  Y 


vs. 

UNITED  STATES  EXPRESS 


Rate  on  live  pheasant  from  Rich- 
^ land  to  Palmyra. 


COMPANY. 

Piled  February  27,  1913. — Withdrawn  March  25,  1913. 


Complainant  alleged  that  an  excessive  rate  of  sixty  cents  was  charged  on  a ship- 
ment, consisting  of  a live  pheasant,  from  Richland  to  Palmyra — a distance  of  nine- 
teen miles. 


No.  27. 


PENNSYLVANIA  STATE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 
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Respondent  in  its  answer  advised  the  Commission  that  the  rate  charged  was  in 
accordance  with  the  proper  classification,  and  that  a satisfactory  explanation  had 
been  made  to  the  Complainant. 

Upon  receipt  of  this  answer,  the  Complainant  requested  that  his  case  be  with- 
drawn. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1036. 

CHARLES  D.  REED 
vs. 

JEFFERSON  TRACTION  COMPANY. 

Piled  February  27,  1913.— Closed  March  25,  1913. 

The  Complainant  alleged  that  the  cars  operated  upon  the  line  of  the  Respondent 
Company  were  not  kept  in  a cleanly  and  sanitary  condition,- — in  fact  that  they  were 
in  such  condition  as  to  be  unfit  for  use  by  ladies  ; and  that  the  rules  forbidding  ex- 
pectorating were  not  rigidly  enforced. 

Respondent  admitted  that  the  cars  were  not  as  clean  as  they  should  be,  but  that 
under  existing  conditions,  it  was  almost  imposible  to  keep  the  cars  in  the  same  con- 
dition as  cars  are  kept  on  other  lines,  owing  to  the  fact  that  many  miners  in  their 
working  clothes  are  carried,  but  that  an  endeavor  would  be  made  to  keep  the  cars 
in  better  condition. 

As  this  satisfied  the  complaint,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


} Alleged  insanitary  condition  of 
cars. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  970. 


WILLIAM  J.  KOEBEL 

vs. 

LAKE  TRANSIT  COMPANY. 


1 Regulations  governing  loading  and 
I unloading  of  freight  at  stations. 


Piled  September  18,  1912. — Closed  March  25,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  on  the  evening  of  August  8,  1912,  shortly 
after  seven  o’clock,  several  persons  were  waiting  on  Allen’s  Landing  to  take  pas- 
sage on  one  of  the  steamers  of  the  Respondent  Company ; that  they  displayed 
the  customary  signal — a dag  on  Allen’s  Landing — but  the  steamer  passed  within 
a hundred  yards  and  steamed  on  up  to  the  next  landing,  which  is  known  as  Smith’s 
Landing;  that  they  all  had  expected  the  boat  to  stop  on  its  return  trip,  but  when 
they  saw  her  heading  well  out  into  the  lake,  and  with  no  intention  of  coming  to 
Allen’s  Landing,  they  shouted  to  the  crew  and  waved  the  flag,  but  the  crew  did 
not  heed  their  signal ; that  they  were  put  to  great  discomfort  and  inconvenience  by 
said  failure  of  boat  to  stop. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  that  Allen’s  Landing  is  a private  landing ; 
the  crew  of  the  boat  did  not  see  any  signal  displayed  on  the  night  in  question. 

The  Commission  recommended  that  the  Respondent  establish  a regular  stop  of 
its  boats  at  Allen’s  Landing,  and  install  t’neir  regular  signal.  The  Complainant 
was  advised  of  this  action,  and  the  case  was  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAliXT  DOCKET  NO.  1021. 


OHIO  IRON  AND  METAL  COMPANY 


vs. 


DemuiTage  charges. 


PENNSYLVANI.\  RAILROAO  CO.MPANY. 


Piled  January  29,  1913.— Closed  March  25,  1913. 


Complaint  was  made  against  the  assessment  of  an  alleged  improper  demurrage 
charge  on  cars  of  scrap  iron  loaded  at  the  plant  of  the  Allegheny  Steel  Company 
at  Brackenridge. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  averred  th.at  the  ch.arges  assessed  were  in  accordance 
with  its  published  tariff,  and  that  delay  in  receiving  shipping  instructions  was 
responsible  for  the  demurrage  charges  assessed,  but  that  it  was  a matter  for 
adjustment  between  the  Comiilainant  and  the  Allegheny  Steel  Company . 

The  Complainant,  in  commenting  upon  the  answer  of  the  Respondent,  although 
recjuested  so  to  do,  gave  no  specific  instances  in  which  the  alleged  excessive  charges 
v.’ere  made,  and  was  advised  bv  the  Commission  that  if  it  desired  to  proceed  further, 
definite  and  detailed  infcrrmation  would  have  to  be  supplied. 

No  further  advices  were  received,  and  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


Complaint  was  made  of  the  refusal  of  the  Respondent  Company  to  accept  passen- 
gers from  Altoona  to  Pittsburgh  upon  the  Pennsylvania  Limited,  leaving  Altoona 
at  6.50  o’clock  P.  M. 

Respondent  Company  advised  that  that  train  was  made  up  of  sleeping  cars  with 
a combination  baggage  and  smoking  car  in  front  of  the  train  and  observation  car 
in  the  rear  of  the  train,  being  for  the  use  of  passengers  occupying  berths  on  the 
sleeping  cars.  The  first  stop  of  the  train  after  leaving  Altoona  is  East  Liberty, 
at  9,29  o’clock  P.  M.  The  only  accommodations  which  can  be  assigned  to  local  pas- 
sengers on  this  train — which  is  a through  train  from  New  York  to  Chicago, — are 
upper  berths,  and  owing  to  through  passengers  desiring  to  have  their  berths  made  up 
upon  the  .arrival  of  the  train  at  Pittsburgh,  Respondent  has  been  compelled  to 
discontinue  the  practice  of  assigning  sp.ace  to  local  passengers  from  Altoona,  as 
two  express  trains  follow  shortly  after  this  train,  both  of  which  furnish  accommoda- 
tions for  local  tr.affic. 

The  Commission  advised  the  Complainant,  after  full  consideration  of  the  facts, 
that  it  does  not  consider  that  the  rules  of  the  Respondent  in  respect  to  this  com- 
plaint are  unreasonable,  and  directed  that  the  case  be  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1037. 


PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


BIDDLE  ARTHURS 


vs. 


Filed  February  28,  1913. — Closed  March  25,  1913. 


No.  27. 


PENNSYLVANIA  STATE  RAILROAD  C0M:MISSI0N. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1032. 


THOMAS  U.  SCHOCK 
vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  & READING  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


In  re  freight  train  passing  standing 
> passenger  train  at  Station  at 
Lebanon. 


Filed  February  13,  1913.— Closed  March  27,  1913. 


This  complaint  was  made  in  regard  to  the  negligence  of  the  Respondent  Company 
in  operating  a freight  train  while  a passenger  train  was  discharging  passengers  at 
the  station  at  Lebanon,  thereby  endangering  the  lives  of  said  passengers. 

The  Respondent  advised  tlie  Commis.'^ion  that  after  an  investigation  they  had 
ascertained  that  bad  judgment  had  been  used  by  the  engineman  of  the  freight 
train  in  going  liy  the  passenger  train  after  he  could  plainly  see  that  it  was  just 
stopping  at  the  station,  and  that  he  was  disciplined  by  suspension  for  the  offense. 

The  Complainant  was  notified  of  the  action  of  the  Respondent  with  request  that 
he  file  comment,  but  as  no  advices  were  received  from  him  the  case  was  marked 
closed . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1030. 


A.  M.  WOOD  AND  COMPANY 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPAN  f 
AND 

PHILADELPHIA  AND  READING  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 


>»  Switching  charges  at  Norristown. 


Piled  February  14,  1913. — Withdrawn  April  4,  1913. 


Complainants  alleged  that  the  rate  of  forty  cents  per  gross  ton  for  switching  cars 
between  the  plant  of  the  Alan  Wood  Iron  and  Steel  Company,  at  Conshohocken 
and  Norristown,  with  particular  reference  to  cars  of  scrap  iron  which  were  re- 
jected l)y  Complainant,  was  excessive. 

The  Respondents,  in  their  answers,  averred  that  the  cars  so  moved  are  subject 
to  as  great  a service  in  general  as  obtains  in  connection  with  movements  of  any 
loaded  cars  between  sidings  in  and  around  Conshohocken  and  sidings  at  Norristown, 
and  that  they  cannot  be  properly  designated  as  .switching  movements,  and  therefore 
are  not  subject  to  per  car  switching  rates 

The  answers  were  sent  to  the  Complainant  whicli  advised  that  they  were  entirely 
satisfactory  and  desired  to  withdraw  the  complaint,  and  the  case  was  accordingly 
so  marked. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  990. 

.lOHN  T.  RIDER  T Regulation  rerjuiring  duplex  tick- 

vs.  > ets  to  be  mailed  to  New’  York 

ERIE  RAILRf)AD  COMPANY.  j City  for  redemption. 

Piled  December  19,  1912. — Certified  to  tlie  Attorney  General  April  11,  1913. 

Complaint  was  made  against  the  requirement  of  the  Respondent  that  duplex 
tickets  issued  when  fares  for  transportarion  w'ere  paid  on  trains  are  redeemable  only 
by  presentation  to  its  General  Passenger  Agent  in  New’  York  City. 
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In  answer,  the  Respondent  averred  that  its  tariff  regulations  provided  as  foUows: 

Between  stations  wholly  within  the  states  of  Ohio,  Indiana  and  Illinois 
the  revised  laws  permit  railroad  companies  to  collect  and  retain  the 
excess  train  fares.  The  Company  will  also  retain  the  ten  cents  excess 
on  all  interstate  business  and  between  points  wholly  within  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania  where  the  train  fare  is  forty  cents  or  over ; between 
points  in  Pennsylvania  where  the  train  fare  collected  is  thirty-five 
cents  or  less  the  ten  cents  excess  will  be  refunded  on  application  to  the 
General  Passenger  Agent  at  New  York. 

The  Respondent  further  averred  that  since  this  regulation  became  effective  cash 
payments  on  trains  had  decreased  over  seventy -five  per  cent,  and  its  conductors, 
previously  overburdened,  are  now  enabled  to  give  attention  to  the  safe  handling 
of  trains  and  the  comforts  of  passengers,  and  requested  that  the  regulation  be 
permitted  to  remain  in  force. 

After  a full  consideration  of  the  facts  before  it,  the  Commission  recommended 
th.at  the  Respondent,  with  respect  to  the  duplex  tickets,  conform  to  the  practice 
of  the  other  Railroad  Companies  operating  in  the  Commonwealth. 

The  Respondent,  by  its  General  Passenger  Agent  advised  the  Commission  that  it 
had  concluded  to  make  no  change  ar  present  in  its  practice  with  reference  to  duplex 
tickets . 

In  view  of  the  refusal  of  the  Respondent  to  comply  with  the  recommendation  of 
the  Commision  the  record  was  certified  to  the  Attorney  General  for  legal  action, 
in  compliance  with  the  provisions  in  Sections  17  of  the  Act  of  Assembly  approved 
May  31,  1907,  creating  the  Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commission,  and  the  case 
was  accordingly  marked  closed. 


The  Complainant,  a brewing  company  located  at  Reading,  complained  of  the 
refusal  of  the  Railroad  Company  to  accept  a shipment  of  freight  for  Selinsgrove, 
offered  at  5 o’clock  P.  M. 

Investigation  by  the  Commission  and  Respondent  developed  that  one  wagon  load 
was  received  at  exactly  5 o’clock  P.  M.,  and  when  the  agent  discovered  the  invoice 
called  for  twenty  half  barrels,  forty-four  quarter  barrels,  and  that  the  balance  was 
coming  later  by  another  team,  he  told  the  driver  that  he  would  take  the  load  that  ar- 
rived but  could  not  take  the  other.  This  was  done  in  order  that  the  first  load 
could  be  put  on  the  train,  to  which  the  engine  was  already  attached  and  ready  to 
leave  in  order  to  make  the  necessary  connections.  The  second  load  could  not  have 
been  received  and  loaded  without  delaying  the  train.  It  is  a common  practice  to 
fix  a closing  hour  for  the  receipt  of  freight  especially  where  train  connections  are 
to  be  made. 

The  Complainant  was  advised  of  the  investigation  and  answer  of  the  Respondent 
and  as  the  same  satisfactorily  terminated  the  case,  the  complaint  was  marked 
closed . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1050. 


DEPPEN  BREWING  COMPANY 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Filed  April  5,  19i;l — Closed  May  16,  1913. 


No.  27. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1052. 


EUGENE  E.  NICE 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Alleged  improper 
freight . 


delivery  of 


Filed  April  12,  1913. — Closed  May  6,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  shipments  of  cement  from  Siegfried  to  Walnut 
Street  Station,  Philadelphia,  were  invariably  delivered  to  Federal  Street  Station. 

The  Respondent  advised  the  Commission  that  upon  investigation  it  developed 
that  the  cause  of  the  trouble  in  question  was  that  the  shipper  inserted  “Walnut 
Street  Station”  in  the  mail  address  space  on  the  bill-of-lading  instead  of  the  space 
marked  “destination,”  and  when  the  traffic  is  rebilled  by  the  agent  at  Phillips- 
burg  Junction,  the  same  is  sent  to  Federal  Street, — the  delivery  generally  accorded 
shipments  of  this  character  in  that  vicinity. 

Complainant  advised  the  Commission  that  the  answer  satisfactorily  removed  the 
cause  of  complaint,  and  the  Commission  directed  the  case  to  be  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1056. 


GEORGE  GUNCHEON  & SON 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


'j  In  re  delay  on  shipments  from 
I various  poinbs  consigned  to  Nor- 
I wich  on  the  line  of  the  Potato 
J Creek  Railroad . 


I'iled  April  22,  1913, — Closed  May  6,  1913. 


Complainant  alleged  the  delayed  delivery  of  certain  shipments  from  various 
points  on  the  lines  of  the  Respondent  to  Norwich,  on  the  line  of  fhe  Potato  Creek 
Railroad . 

The  Complainant  was  requested  to  file  with  the  Commission  the  original  bills  of 
lading,  with  a statement  showing  the  time  of  receipt  by  the  Respondent  and  the 
time  of  delivery  to  the  Complainant  at  the  point  of  destination  of  the  shipment 
in  question. 

The  ease  was  not  prosecuted  further,  and  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1058. 


ELMER  F.  RUPP 

. 

CENTRAL  DISTRICT  TELEPHONE 
COMPANY. 


Alleged  undue  delay  in  transferring 
telephone  to  a new  location. 


Piled  April  28,  1913. — Withdrawn  May  6,  1913. 


The  Complainant  protested  against  the  alleged  undue  delay  in  changing  a telephone 
from  Crafton  to  Knoxville,  stating  that  he  had  given  the  necessary  ten  days’ 
notice,  as  required  by  the  contract,  for  removal  of  a telephone. 

Before  an  answer  was  received  from  the  Respondent  to  this  complaint,  the  Com- 
plainant advised  the  Commission  that  his  telephone  had  been  installed,  and  the 
cause  of  complaint  liaving  been  removed  he  desired  to  withdraw  the  complaint, 
which  was  so  granted  by  the  Commission. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1061. 

HIjNRY  F.  MICHELL  & COMPANY  ^ In  re  failure  to  notifj'  consignees  of 
vs.  . L the  arrival  of  packages  shipped 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  J by  its  package  service. 

Filed  May  3,  1913.— Closed  May  6,  1913. 

The  Complainant  alleged  that  the  Respondent,  in  its  so-called  '•Package  service” 
from  Philadelphia  did  not  notify  the  consignees  upon  the  arrival  of  the  parcels  at 
their  destination,  and  should  the  package  remain  uncalled  for  within  twenty-four 
hours  storage  charges  were  imposed. 

After  a full  consideration  of  the  complaint  the  Commission  advised  the  Com- 
plainant that  to  impose  upon  the  Respondent  the  obligation  of  notifying  consignees 
of  the  arrival  of  packages  would  doubtless  result  in  higher  charges  than  obtained 
at  that  time  for  the  same  service,  or  possibly  its  entire  abolition,  and  suggested 
that  it  seemed  to  be  the  duty  of  the  consignor  to  notify  the  consignee  of  the  ship- 
ment, and  then  the  responsibility  for  the  removal  of  the  package  would  rest  with 
the  consignee. 

Nothing  further  was  heard  from  the  Complainant,  and  the  case  was  marked 
closed . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1062. 

WILLIAM'  F.  BALDWIN 

I Alleged  irregularity  of  train  ser- 
PlLNNSYl.VANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  j 

Filed  May  28,  1913. — Closed  May  6,  1913. 

This  complaint  was  made  by  a committee  of  ten  appointed  by  the  commuters  be- 
tween IMarcus  Hook  and  Philadelphia,  alleging  the  irregularity  of  the  train  leaving 
Marcus  Hook  at  5:15  o'clock  P.  M. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  advised  that  it  expected  to'  put  into  effect  May  24, 
1913,  a change  of  schedule  that  it  was  thought  would  remove  the  cause  of  the 
complaint. 

Nothing  further  was  heard  from  the  Complainant,  and  the  case  was  marked 
closed . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  646. 


GUY  F.  ROUSH,  ET  AL. 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 


[inadequate  passenger  and  freight 
f station  facilities  at  IMifflinjDurg. 


Filed  January  6,  1912. — Closed  May  6,  1913. 


A petition  signed  by  eighty-three  business  men  of  Mifflinburg  was  filed  with  the 
Respondent,  praying  for  the  erection  of  a new  depot  at  that  place,  alleging  that 
the  present  structure  was  inadequate  for  the  amount  of  traffic  handled. 

The  Respondent,  answering  the  petition,  advised  the  Complainant  that  trolley 
service  between  Montandon  and  Mifflinburg  was  assured  and  that  such  service  when 
installed,  would  reduce  the  traffic  now  depending  upon  the  Respondent,  and  that 
certain  alterations  would  be  made  at  the  Mifflinburg  station  which,, it  was  thought, 
would  remove  the  cause  of  complaint. 
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In  answer  to  tbe  complaint,  tiie  Resivondent  admitted  tlio  iuadeiiuate  facilities 
in  question,  and  expressed  its  intentions  of  making  certain  improvements  which 
it  was  thought  would  meet  the  conditions  complained  of. 

A representative  of  the  Commission  was  directed  to  make  an  inspection  of  the 
premises  and,  in  his  report,  recommended  certain  improvements  to  modernize 
the  present  station  and  make  it  more  comfortable  to  the  Respondents  patrons, 
including  more  seating  capacity  and  a better  heating  system,  he  also  lecom- 
mended  that  the  station  be  kept  open  until  the  last  trolley  car  leaves  at  night. 
He  also  reported  that  under  a trallic  arrangement  with  the  Lewisburg,  Milton  and 
M'alsnntown  Passenger  Railway  Company,  that  company  operates  its  cars  over 
Respondent's  line,  arriving  at  and  departing  from  its  station  at  Mifflinburg,  ac- 
cepting for  transportation  the  RespondeuCs  ticket  or  mileage  book,  because  of  the 
' fact  that  the  Respondent  had  no  piissenger  train  in  or  out  of  Mifflinburg  after 
seven  o’clock  P.  M.  . 

Subsequently  an  arrangement  was  made  by  the  Trolley  Company  with  the  Re- 
spondent that  its  waiting  room  shall  be  kept  open  until  after  the  departure  of  the 
last  night  .car.  This,  in  connection  with  the  other  improvements  made  by  the  Re- 
spondent,' the  Commission  determined  were  ample  to  remove  the  cause  of  complarnt 
and  the  Complainarrts  were  so  advised. 

Further  complaint  wa.s  made  to  the  Commission  that  the  Station  was  not  being 
kept  open  as  agreed  upon.  A letter  from  the  President  of  the  Trolley  Company 
advised  that  the  experiment  of  keeping  the  statiorr  open  for  the  last  car  was  made, 
bur  that  so  little  advantage  was  taken  of  the  added  accommodation  that,  on  account 
of  the  expense  attendant  upon  it,  the  accommodation  thus  provided  was  discon- 
tinued . 

The  Commission  advised  tire  Comj.'lainant  that  in  view  of  the  statement  made 
by  the  President  of  the  Trolley  Company  that.it  was  not  inclined  to  make  any 
further  recommendations  rn  the  matter  imless  the  Complainant  was  prepared  to 
di.sprove  the  allegations  contained  in  the  answer  of  the  Respondent. 

The  ca.se  was  accordin.gly  marked  closed . 


COMPLAIN'T  DOCKET  KO.  1020. 

HARRY  B.  FRENCH 

ys.  V Station  facilities  at  Wilkes-Barre . 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COldP.VNY.  J 

FUed  January  30,  1913.— Closed  May  6,  1913. 

The  Complainant  averred  that  his  daughter,  with  an  eight  months  old  baby, 
travelling  from  Harrisburg  to  Wilkes-Barre  via  Sunbury,  was  put  to  great  incon- 
venience and  discomfort  through  the  fa.ct  that  there  was  no  parlor  car  on  the  train: 
that  when  the  train  arrived  at  Wilkes-Barre  it  stopped  about  a quater  of  a mile  from 
the  end  of  the  shed  at  the  station. 

The  Respondent  advised  the  Commis.sion  that  the  train  upon  which  Complainant’s 
daughter  traveled  was  a local  train  and  did  not  carry  a parlor  car;  that  the 
transfer  at  Sunbury  was  very  short,  and  tin'  station  loc.ated  at  Wilkes-Barre  wa.s 
a joint  station,  but  that  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company  is  now  extending  the 
platform  west  of  the  station  which,  when  completed,  will  give  ample  protection  to 
passengers  alighting  from  trains. 

A copy  of  this  communication  from  Respondent  was  sent  the  Complainant,  and 
as  the  case  was  not  prosecuted  further  it  was  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  959. 


N.  E.  ROHRER,  ET  AL 


Freight  station  facilities  at  Ju- 
niata. 


PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Filed  October  25,  1912. — Dismissed  May  8,  1913. 


The  Complainants,  merchants  of  .Juniata  P>orough,  complained  to  the  Commis- 
sion that  they  were  greatly  inconvenienced  by  the  freight  facilities  afforded  by  the 
Respondent  Company,  inasmuch  as  all  shipments  of  inbound  freight  must  be 
received  and  shipped  from  the  Altoona  freight  station, — a hauling  distance  of  four 


The  Commission,  after  a conference  with  representatives  of  the  Respondent  and 
Complainant,  and  the  taking  of  testimony  and  a personal  investigation,  filed  the 


In  the  matter  of  the  above-named  complaint,  testimony  was  offered 
by  Complainant  showing  that  .Juniata  borough  has  a population  of  over 
five  thousand  people  and  lies  along  the  tracks  of  the  Pennsylvania  rail- 
road, two  miles  northeast  from  the  freight  station  at  Altoona;  that  all 
package  freight  for  the  borough  of  .Tuniata  and  vicinity  must  be  hauled 
on  wagons  or  trucks  over  the  public  highway  leading  to  that  section 
from  the  Altoona  freight  station  ; that  by  reason  of  the  four-mile  round 
trip  which  the  business  men  of  .Juniata  must  make  to  get  their  package 
freight,  much  valuable  time  is  lost  in  their  business;  that  in  some  in- 
stances they  have  driven  .to  the  station  in  response  to  a notice  received 
and  been  obliged  to  return  home  without  the  goods,  owing  to  some 
error  in  the  notice  sent  out  by  the  company  or  to  delay  in  the  shipment 
of  the  commodity  ; that  a freight  station  located  in  .Juniata  borough  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  railroad  siding  on  which  Complainants  now  receive 
their  freight  in  carload  lots,  is  desired;  that  the  volume  of  annual  traffic 
for  .Juniata  amounts  practically  to  $15,000.00  lor  package  freight  and 
$3.5,000.00  for  consignments  in  carload  lots;  that  according  to  the  modern 
spirit  of  providing  railroad  accommodations  and  facilities  to  our  people 
wherever  it  is  convenient,  the  borough  of  .Juniata  is  entitled  to  a freight 
station  of  its  own;  and  that  if  a freight  station  were  located  in  Juniata, 
it  would  aid  materially  in  the  expansion  and  development  of  the  town. 

Respondent  on  the  other  hand  testified  that  all  freight,  whether  package 
or  in  carload  lots  whose  destination  is  .Juniata  borough,  must  be  moved 
by  way  of  Altoona  for  the  reason  that  all  the  passenger  tracks  of 
the  road  at  that  point  lie  between  Juniata  on  the  North  and  the  freight 
tracks  and  switching  yards  on  the  South,  cutting  the  town  off  entirely 
from  the  freight  service ; that  if  a freight  station  be  established  at 
.Juniata  borough,  the  package  freight  for  that  point  must  be  taken  to 
the  transfer  station  at  Altoona,  and  there  taken  out  of  the  various  cars 
and  transferred  into  a special  car  and  then  taken  to  Juniata  on  the 
passenger  tracks ; that  the  delay  thus  occasioned  unavoidably  at  Altoona 
would  be  a loss  of  substantially  a day  to  consignees  in  getting  their 
goods,  since  there  could  be  only  one  movement  of  package  freight  a 
day  to  .Juniata  borough  on  account  of  the  small  volume  of  trade ; that 
while  a passenger  stop  is  maintained  and  freight  in  carload  lots  de- 
livered at  Juniata,  there  is  no  agency  station  for  either  purpose  estab- 
lished at  that  point,  and  the  small  volume  of  traffic  going  to  or  coming 
from  the  place  would  not  at  present  warrant  Respondent  to  open  and 
maintain  a station  for  the  delivery  of  freight,  or  for  the  freight  and  pas- 
senger service  combined ; that  a delivery  of  package  freight  from  the 
door  of  the  car  each  day  on  the  siding  where  carload  freight  is  now  de- 
livered at  .Juniata  would  be  wholly  unsatisfactory  to  both  consignees 
and  carrier  by  reason  of  the  limited  hours  consignees  must  necessarily 
be  given  to  obtain  their  freight,  and  the  unavoidable  delays  of  a day 
in  getting  goods  to  destination  that  would  occur  now  and  then  at  the 
transfer  point  at  Altoona,  because  of  the  tardy  or  belated  arrival  of 
goods  making  it  too  late  for  the  car  to  Juniata ; that  of  the  confusion 
which  would  arise  at  times  when  consignees  must  have  goods  and 
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failing  to  find  it  on  the  delivery  car  on  the  siding  would  make  an 
effort  to  get  it  at  the  Altoona  freight  station,  and  thus  inject  an  element 
of  disturbance  and  confusion  in  the  service  : that  the  distance  from  Al- 
toona freight  station  to  the  borough  of  Juniata  is  not  an  unreasonable 
distance  to  haul  freight,  and  that  the  macadam  highway  over  which  the 
freight  must  be  moved  by  wagon  is  one  of  the  best  roadbeds  for  heavy 
teaming  in  the  country ; ' and  that  the  service  maintained  heretofore  at 
Altoona  has  upon  the  whole  and  until  quite  recently  been  entirely  satis- 
factory to  the  consignees  from  Juniata  borough,  to  the  best  of  Re- 
spondent’s knowledge. 

On  the  17th  day  of  April  last,  the  Commission,  accompanied  by  Com- 
plainants and  Respondent,  made  an  inspection  of  the  respective  places 
embraced  in  this  complaint.  After  a visit  to  the  freight  station  at 
Altoona,  the  Commission  went  over  the  public^  highway  over  which  the 
consignee  from  .Juniata  borough  haul  their  freight,  and  then  proceeded 
to  the  public  siding  in  the  town  of  Juniata  where  delivery  of  freight 
in  carload  lots  is  maintained,  and  in  which  locality  Complainants  would 
like  the  new  freight  station  for  Juniata  established.  After  going  over 
the  ground  carefully  and  noting  other  points  of  interest  which  were 
regarded  by  Complainants  as  showing  the  trend  of  the  town’s  growth 
and  development,  the  Commission  returned  to  Altoona. 

All  the  facts  submitted  at  the  hearing  and  those  subsequently  obtained 
at  the  inspection  incline  the  Commission  to  the  opinion  that  a com- 
promise service,  such  as  a shuttle  train  or  car  delivery  service,  should 
not  be  established  chiefly  for  the  reason  that  under  the  most  favorable 
circumstances,  such  an  arrangement  would  lead  to  delay  and  confusion 
at  times  and  thus,  instead  of  expediting,  might  even  seriously  embarrass 
the_  delivery  of  freight.  Any  change  made  in  the  method  of  freight 
delivery  at  this  particular  point  should  embody  in  its  scope  such  elements 
of  improvement  and  convenience  that  are  permanent,  rather  than 
merely  tentative  in  their  character  and  purpose.  Whatever  service  is 
recommended  in  lieu  of  the  old  should  offer  the  customary  facilities  and 
advantages  accorded  to  consignees  at  all  freight  stations  properly 
equipped,  and  should  not  restrict  the  delivery  to  special  conditions  that 
impose  upon  the  consignee  more  or  less  limited  privileges. 

The  Commission  believes,  in  view  of  the  peculiar  situation  of  Juniata 
borough  ip_  relation  to  the  freight  tracks  and  switching  yards,  the  excel- 
lent facilities  found  existing  at  Altoona  for  prompt  delivery  of  freight, 
and  the  solid  roadbed  of  the  public  highway  over  which  the  Juniata 
freight  must  be  hauled,  that  present  conditions  are  not  so  unfavorable 
or  prejudicial  to  the  commercial  interests  of  Juniata  borough  as  to  work 
any  degree  of  hardship  upon  or  serious  loss  to  any  of  its  citizens.  IMore- 
over,  to_ haul_  freight  a distance  of  two  miles,  and  perhaps  in  a few  in- 
stances in  this  particular  complaint,  a trifle  more,  can  not  be  regarded 
in  itself  as  an  intolerable  hardship  or  burden  since  commodities  in  our 
larger  towns  and  cities  are  hauled  year  in  and  year  out  not  infrequently 
even  a greater  distance  by  wagon  from  freight  stations  to  their  respec- 
tive places  of  delivery  or  destination  without  protest  from  consignees. 
And  the  public  highway  over  which  the  freight  moves  in  this  particular 
complaint  is  in  all  respects  as  well  adapted  for  heavy  teaming  as  any 
street  or  thoroughfare  in  our  centers  of  population. 

Furthermore,  the  volume  of  business  for  Juniata  borough  has  not 
yet  in  any  perceptable  degree  crowded  or  congested  the  capacity  of  the 
station  at  Altoona,  nor  are  there  present  any  circumstances  or  condi- 
tions to  show  why  consignees  from  Juniata  are  not  able  to  get  their 
freight  as  readily  as  the  teamsters  or  consignees  from  Altoona  itself 
who  seem  to_  be  satisfied  with  the  present  method  of  handling  the  freight 
at  that  point.  If  there  have  been  times  when  Complainants  had 
difficulty  in  locating  or  obtaining  their  freight.  Respondent  must  institute 
better  methods  of  delivery  or  exercise  greater  care  in  so  placing  com- 
modities of  Complainants  on  the  floor  of  the  warehouse  that  they  are 
easy  of  access  to  the  driver  of  the  consignee,  and  thus  avoid  such  con- 
tingencies hereafter.  And  if  Respondent  should  be  negligent  in  this  par- 
ticular, causing  serious  delay  or  loss  of  time  to  consignees  in  getting 
their  freight,  then  they  should  enter  complaint  against  Respondent 
for  inadequate  and  insufficient  delivery  facilities  furnished  them  at  the 
Altoona  freight  station. 

As  the  volume  of  freight  for  .Tuniata  borough  can  be  expeditiously 
handled  now  and  apparently  for  some  time  to  come  at  the  Altoona 
station,  and  as  in  the  future  it  may  he  necessary  to  establish  both 
freight  and  passenger  stations  at  Juniata,  when  that  locality  improves 
and  becomes  more  densely  settled,  this  Commission  does  not  feel  tliat 
the  facts  in  the  premises  warrant  it  to  intervene  now  and  grant  request 
of  Complainant. 

The  complaint  is,  therefore,  dismissed  without  recommendation. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  974. 


RESIDENTS  OF  LOCUST  GAP  AND 
VICINITY 
vs. 

SHAMOKIN  AND  MT.  CARMEL  TRAC- 
TION COMPANY. 


In  re  excessive  fare  from  Locust 
^ Gap  to  Mount  Carmel . 


Filed  November  18,  1912. — Closed  May  8,  1913. 


The  Complainants  filed  a petition  averring  that  the  rate  of  fare  between  Locust 
Gap  and  Mount  Carmel  is  excessive,  exorbitant  and  unjust,  the  rate  of  fare 
between  the  ]>oints  named  being  ten  cents  for  a distance  approximately  of  two 
and  tliree-quarters  miles;  the  first  fare  limit  being  less  than  one  mile,  while  the 
fare  charged  by  tlie  same  Company  between  Kulpmont  and  Mount  Carmel  is  only 
five  cents,  the  distance  being  approximately  four  miles. 

The  Respondent  in  ansv/er,  averred  that  the  rate  or  charge  for  carrying  pas- 
sengers on  its  line  was  not  unjust,  excessive  or  exorbitant,  owing  to  the  great 
cost  of  construction  and  tlie  expense  of  operation  between  iMount  Carmel  and 
Locust  Gap;  also,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  half-hour  service  is  furnished  to  the 
public  from  5:30  o'clock  A.  i\I.  to  11:45  o’clock  P,  iM . ; that  daily,  during  morning 
hours  of  said  service,  the  c.t’’S  are  operated  at  an  actual  and  substantial  loss;  also, 
that  the  line  from  Kulpmont  to  Mount  Carmel  was  not  operated  by  said  Company. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  sent  to  the  Complainants  for  their  comment,  but 
as  they  failed  to  reply  to  the  same,  the  case  was  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1000. 


LIl.LIAN  KLINE 
vs. 

R EAl » 1 NG  TRANSIT  COMPANY . 


I Alleged  excessive  fare  from  Ann- 
I ville  to  Palmyra . 


Filed  .January  4,  1913. — Closed  May  8,  1913. 


The  Ccmrihiinat  averred  that  an  excessive  rate  of  fare  was  charged  by  the  Re- 
spondent Company  from  Annville  to  Palmyra— a distance  of  five  miles  over  their  line 
on  the  car  which  arrives  at  Annville  at  11.45  P.  M.  ; that  the  cost  of  sai  dtransporta- 
tion  is  eighty  cents;  alleging  that  this  car  runs  to  Palmyra  on  Wednesday,  Saturday 
and  Sunday  nights  at  a regular  fare  of  ten  cents  from  Annville. 

Respondent  Company,  in  answer,  denied  that  the  car  was  run  at  any  other  night 
from  Annville  except  Saturday  night.  The  regular  fare  from  Annville  to  Palmyra  is 
ten  cents,  but  at  the  request  of  a number  of  citizens  of  Palmyra  for  a late  car, 
and  on  the  condition  that  there  would  be  at  least  eight  people,  or  their  equivalent 
in  fares,  as  a matter  of  convenience  the  said  car  was  run  to  Palmyra. 

A copy  of  the  communication  of  the  Respondent  was  sent  to  the  Complainant  and 
as  she  failed  to  further  prosecute  her  complaint,  the  case  was  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1006. 

S.  K.  BRECHT 
vs. 

.\DA.MS  EXPRESS  COMPANY. 

Filed  .January  27,  1913.— Clo.sed  May  8,  1913. 

The  Complainant  alleged  that  an  excessive  charge  of  sixty  cents  was  made  on 
a shipment  of  three  books  weighing  seven  pounds  from  Jfititz  to  Lansdowne. 


I Excessive  rate  on  books  from 
I J.ititz  to  J.ansdowno. 


No.  27. 


I’ENNSYLVANIA  STATE  EAIEROAD  COMMISSION. 


53 


The  Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  that  the  charges  assessed  were  in  accordance 
with  the  printed  tariffs  of  the  Company;  that  the  shipment  originated  on  the  line 
of  the  United  State.s  Express  Company;  that  the  through  rate  is  the  sum  of  the 
local  rate  of  the  United  States  Express  Company  from  Lititz  to  Philadelphia,  and 
the  local  rate  of  the  Adams  Express  Company  from  Philadelphia  to  Lansdowne. 
This  through  rate  is  .$1.10  for  shipment  of  a hundred  pounds  or  over;  for  sliipments 
of  less  than  a hundi'ed  pounds,  charges  are  lixed  by  a table  of  graduated  ch.-irges. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  sent  to  the  Complainant,  and  as  he  failed  to  reply  to 
the  same,  the  case  was  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


CO.^rPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1008. 

DODSON  AND  MOORE  A 

vs.  I Delay  in  transfei-  of  freiglit  at 

PENNSYl.YANIA  SOUTHERN  RAIL-  | Summerville. 

ROAD  COMPANY.  J 

Filed  January  16,  1913.— Closed  May  8,  1913. 

The  Complainants,  dealers  in  general  merchandise  at  Limestone,  averred  that 
in  having  goods  shipped  from  DuBois  to  Limestone  it  is  transferred  at  Summer- 
ville, said  shipments  being  transported  over  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  from 
DuBois  to  Summerville  and  the  delaj’  often  extends  from  thirteen  to  twenty-one 
days  at  the  point  of  transfer  by  which  time  produce  is  entirely  spoiled  or  stolen. 
A similar  complaint  was  also  filed  by  James  L.  Harrigan. 

Respondent  advised  the  Commission  that  by  mistake  of  a freight  conductor,  car 
containing  the  shipment  of  Air.  Harrigan  was  set  for  loading  at  another  point,  con- 
ductor thinking  that  the  same  was  empty;  that  when  this  mistake  was  discovered, 
the  shipment  was  moved  forward. 

Copy  of  this  answer  was  sent  to  the  Complainant,  and  iu  the  case  of  the  original 
complaint  the  Commission  advised  that  as  their  complaint  was  one  which  involved 
a claim  for  damages,  it  w-as  not  within  the  .iurisdiction  of  the  Commission.  The  case 
was,  therefore,  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1009. 

F.  W.  TUNNELL  AND  COMPANY,  INC.,  "I 

.yg  I Excessive  rate  on  fertilizer  from 

PENNSYl.YANIA  RAILROAD  COAIPANY.  J to  Elk  Lick. 

Filed  January  16,  1913.— Closed  Al.ay  8,  191.3. 

The  Complainant  averred  that  the  rate  on  fertilizer  from  PMladelpIiia  to  Elk 
Lick,  Somerset  County,  (AYest  Salisbury  delivery)  quoted  at  $3.20  per  ton  on  car- 
load lots  of  fifteen  tons  or  over,  and  twenty-two  cents  per  hundred  pounds  on  less 
than  carload  lots  is  excessive  compared  with  rates  quoted  for  transportation  from 
Philadelphia  to  other  points  in  Pennsylvania  or  in  near  territory  covered  by  the 
present  quotation. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  that  the  point  of  destination  in  (piestion 
is  local  to  the  Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  via  that  line  direct;  that  tho  rate  on  ferti- 
li.zer  in  full  carloads  from  Philadelphia  to  AYest  Salisbury  is  $2.80  per  two  thousand 
pounds,  and  jointly  with  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  the  joint  rate  is  arrived  at 
by  the  use  of  the  arbitrary  of  forty  cents  per  ton,  making  the  rate  $3.20  for  two 
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thousand  pounds.  This  is  the  usual  method  of  arriving  at  joint  rates  with  the 
Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad,  as  approved  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
The  freight  line  distance  from  Philadelphia  to  West  Salisbury,  via  The  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  and  Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad,  is  three  hundred  and  thirty-seven 
miles,  which  justifies  this  rate. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  sent  to  the  Complainant,  and  upon  his  failure  to  file 
comment  on  the  same,  the  ease  was  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAlxNT  DOCKET  NO.  1023. 


WYALUSING  HAY  COMPANY 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILIWAD  COMP.A.NY. 


1 Rate  on  hay  from  Glen  Lyon  to 
r Nanticoke. 


Filed  January  20,  1013. — Closed  May  8,  1913. 


Complainants,  dealers  in  farm  products,  alleged  that  it  was  charged  an  exces- 
sive freight  rate  of  $3.00  on  shipments  of  hay  and  straw  from  the  Wyoming  region 
to  Nanticoke  and  Glen  Lyon,  on  the  Sunbury  Division  of  Respondent’s  line;  and 
that  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company  is  delivering  hay  and  straw  into  Wilkes- 
Barre,  which  is  only  a short  distance  from  Geln  Lyon  and  Nanticoke,  at  a rate  of 
$1.80  per  ton. 

Respondent  advised  that  as  the  shipments  originated  on  the  Lehigh  Valley  Rail- 
road, it  would  be  necessary  to  make  a readjustment  of  rates,  that  the  Lehigh 
Valley  Railroad  Company  had  issued,  effective  March  15,  1913,  rates  on  hay, 
carloads,  from  Wyalusing  to  Nanticoke,  eleven  and  one-half  cents  per  hundred 
pounds,  and  to  Glen  Lyon  twelve  cents  per  hundred  pounds,  via  Wilkes-Barre  and 
the  Pennsylvania  Railroad ; that  these  rates,  which  are  a reduction  of  three  and  one- 
half  cents  to  Nanticoke  and  three  cents  to  Glen  Lyon  will  be  further  reduced  to  ten 
cents,  which  will  place  Pennsylvania  Railroad  delivery  on  practically  the  same  basis 
as  the  Central  Railroad  of  New  .Jersey  delivery. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  sent  to  Complainant  and  as  he  failed  to  make  comment 
on  the  same,  the  case  was  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1025. 

J.  B.  GRAHAM 
vs. 

JERSEY  SHORE  & ANTES  FORT 
RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Piled  January  28,  1913. — Closed  May  8,  1913. 

The  Complainant  averred  that  an  excessive  rate  of  fare  was  charged  on  the 
trolley  line  of  the  Respondent  Company  from  Antes  Fort  to  Jersey  Shore,  and  that 
the  connections  with  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad,  east  or  west,  were  very  poor. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  the  Commission  that  the  road  has  been  in 
operation  eight  years  and  during  that  time  has  only  paid  one  per  cent,  dividend, 
and  has  sold  50-trip  ticket  books  for  $2.50  each,  reducing  the  rate  of  travel  to  a 
five  cent  fare.  It  averred  that  regarding  a closer  schedule,  there  was  not  suflBcient 
travel  to  warrant  the  same ; that  only  time  is  given  the  passengers  to  insure  the 
checking  of  baggage  and  purchasing  of  tickets  in  making  connections  with  the  rail- 
road, and  if  less  time  were  given  this  could  not  be  accomplished. 

As  the  Complainant  failed  to  further  prosecute  his  ease,  the  same  was  marked 
closed . 


Inadequate  service  and  excessive 


fare. 


No.  27. 


PENNSYLVANIA  STATE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  765. 


WILLIAM  J.  HOLSTEIN,  ET  AL. 


I’ENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 


VS. 


J 


Charge  for  refrigerator  service  iu 
carriage  of  milk. 


Filed  December  2,  1911. — Closed  May  8,  1913. 


The  Complainants,  shippers  of  milk  from  Pomeroy  and  vicinity,  alleged  delays  in 
the  shipments  and  the  discontinuance  of  the  refrigerator  cars  during  the  winter 
mouths,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  they  purchased  from  the  Respondent  and 
attached  to  their  milk  cans  tickets  entitling  them  to  refrigeration  eu  route.  The 
allegation  was  also  made  ot  the  carelessno.ss  of  the  employees  of  the  Respondent  in 
the  matter  of  the  return  of  the  empty  milk  cans,  resulting  in  the  loss  of  many  cans 
to  the  Complainants. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  admitted  an  increase  of  15  per  cent,  in  rates, 
made  necessary  by  its  providing  refrigeralor  cars  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
Board  of  Health  of  the  Department  of  Public  Health  and  Charities  of  the  City  of 
Philadelphia,  but  averred  that  in  making  this  slight  advance  in  rates  it  had  in 
mind  the  fact  that  refrigeration  would  not  be  necessary  during  the  winter  months, 
and  that  the  advanced  rate  did  not  recompense  it  for  the  additional  expense  en- 
tailed by  the  improved  method  of  handling  the  commodity  of  the  Complainants. 

A copy  of  the  Respondents  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant  for 
comment,  wi’th  the  advice  that  unless  they  were  prepared  to  show  that  the  rates 
charged  were  excessive,  the  Commission  would  regard  the  answer  of  the  Respondent 
as  satisfactory. 

The  Respondent  submitted  certified  copies  of  the  record  in  a similar  proceeding 
before  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  New  .Jersey,  in  which  the  complaint  was 
dismissed  upon  the  ground  that  the  improved  transportation  facilities  were  com- 
mensurate with  the  increased  rate  charged. 

As  no  further  advices  were  received  from  the  Complainants,  the  case  was 
marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution . 


The  Complainant  made  application  for  issuance  of  a commutation  rate  at  49th 
Street  Station  to  Tacony,  via  West  Philadelphia,  alleging  that  the  combination  of 
the  regular  rate  of  fare  of  ten  cents  per  trip  to  West  Philadelphia  and  $6.45 
monthly  rate  beyond  to  Tacony  was  prohibitive. 

The  Respondent  advised  the  Commission  that  the  49th  Street  Station  is  located 
on  the  Central  Division  of  the  Philadelphia,  Baltimore  Washington  Railroad 
3.3  miles  from  Broad  Street  Station,  and  that  no  commutation  fares  are  in  effect 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1048. 


PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


J.  S.  MERZBACHER 


vs. 


Filed  April  4,  1913. — Classed  May  10,  1913. 
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bc'tweeu  49th  Street  Station  aucl  Broatl  Street  Station,  Philadelphia,  as  the  Re- 
spondent does  not  sell  commntatiou  tickets  between  stations  in  the  City  of  Phila- 
delphia within  the  following  radius; 

On  the  Central  Division — 49th  Street 

On  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Division — 52nd  Street,  4.1  miles  from  Broad 
Street  Station. 

On  the  New  York  Division,  North  Philadelphia,  5.5  miles  from  Broad  Street 
Station. 

Commutation  fares  are  available  between  Broad  Street  Station  and  Tacony. 
Commutation  tickets  are  not  sold  on  two  divisions  of  Respondent's  system  of  lines; 
that  this  same  condition  applies  at  other  large  junction  points  on  various  divisions. 

The  Commission  directed  that  a copy  of  the  communication  of  the  Respondent 
be  forwarded  to  him  with  the  .advice  that'  since  commutation  tickets  between  the 
two  points  on  the  Respondent’s  line  are  not  sold,  this  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction 
to  require  the  issuance  of  the  same  and  directed  that  the  case  be  closed. 


Complainant  alleged  that  the  service  rendered  by  Respondent  on  its  Beltshoover 
Division  was  inadequate  in  regard  to  the  schedule  of  cars  operated  on  that  route, 
and  further  alleged  that  s.aid  cars  were  unsafe  and  insanitary. 

The  Respondent  in  answer,  advised  that  its  present  schedule  on  the  Beltshoover 
line  provided — 

10  minute  service  from  5:49  A.  M.  to  9:49  A.  M. 

20  minute  service  from  9 :49  A . M . to  3 :49  P . M . 

10  minute  service  from  3:49  P.  M.  to  8:09  P.  M. 

20  minute  service  from  8.09  P.  M.  to  12:09  night. 

It  stated  that  a count  of  the  passengers  made  during  the  hours  of  20  minute  ser- 
vice showed  that  the  cars  operated  furnished  seats  for  504,  and  hauled  but  175  pas- 
sengers on  Climax  and  Gearing  Avenues,  west  of  Beltshoover  Avenue,  which  clearly 
indicated  that  the  travel  in  the  Belt-Mont  district  is  well  accommodated. 

As  to  the  allegation  that  the  cars  operated  on  this  road  were  unsafe  an^  in-  • 
sanitary,  the  Respondent  averred  that  its  cars  were  of  the  same  type  as  those 
operated  to  Knoxville,  Mt.  Oliver,  Garrick,  West  Liberty,  Beechview,  Brook- 
line, Dormont,  Mt.  Lebanon,  et  cetera,  and  were  well  equipped,  receiving  care- 
ful and  regular  attention  and  inspection,  and  were  cleaned  daily  and  fumigated 
1 egularly . 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant,  but  as  no  further 
prosecution  of  the  matter  was  made,  the  Commission  directed  the  case  to  be 
marked  closed . 


COMPLAINT  IKX.'KET  NO.  972. 


BELT-MONT  BOARD  OF  TRADE 


Service  and  condition  of  cars  on 


PITTSBURGH  RAILWAYS  COMPANY. 


Filed  November  15,  1912. — Closed  May  27,  1913. 


No.  27. 
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COMPLAIN^T  J.)OCKET  XO.  1010. 

W.  W.  GULICK  0 

vs.  LDemui'vage  charges. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  J 

Filed  January  16,  1913. — Dismissed  May  27,  1913. 

The  Complainant’s  principal  reason  for  filing  complaint  was  to  have  the  Com- 
mission settle  the  question  of  the  assessment  of  demurrage  charges  oil  cars  offered 
for  loading  but  on  many  occasions  not  used  owing  to  the  fact  that  rain  storms,  be- 
tween the  time  cars  are  offered  and  before  being  loaded,  temporarily  injured  the 
moulding  sand  with  which  the  cars  are  to  be  loaded.  As  specific  instances,  Com- 
plainant made  claim.?  for  the  remission  of  demurrage  charges  on  four  cars,  on  which 
$4.00  demurrage  had  been  assessed  and  which  had  not  been  used  'owing  to  the 
condition  of  the  commodity  to  be  shipped. 

The  Respondent,  in  its  answer,  declined  to  w.-iive  demurrage  charges  in  question 
asserting  that  they  could  not  lawfully  waive  these  charges  without  violating  the 
filed  tariff,  and  that  the  Compl.iinant  should  recognize  its  obligation  in  the  interest 
of  car  efficiency  and  make  some  physical  provision  for  storing  its  sand  under  cover 
preparatory  to  loading  its  cars. 

On  the  general  subject,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  National  De- 
murrage Rules,  to  which  Resporideut  is  a subscriber,  the  Commission  stated  that 
it  is  of  the  opinion  that  oars  left  for  lording  and  not  used  should  be  subject  to  de- 
murrage only  from  the  time  at  whicii  the  free  time  for  loadiu.g  of  such  car.s  would 
begin,  namely,  that  cars  left  prior  to  noon  of  one  day  and  not  used  shall  be  subject 
to  demurrage  after  seven  o’clock  A.  M.,  of  tlie  next  day,  and  ears  left  in  the  after- 
noon for  loading  and  not  used  shall  not  be  subject  to  demurrage  until  noon  of  the 
next  day. 

In  the  specific  in.stauoes  cited  by  Complainant,  the  Commission  recommended  that 
on  three  cars  the  demurrage  ciiargos  of  $1.00  each  be  refunded,  while  o nthe  other  car 
the  claim  for  which  is  basi'd  on  certain  flood  conditions,  it  does  not  appear  to  the 
Commission  tliat  the  condition.?  were  such  a.?  to  absolutely  prevent  its  loading  in  free 
time  or  to  legitimately  relieve  it  from  demniTage  charges,  and  this  portion  of  the 
complaint  was,  therefore,  di.smissed . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NOS.  1003  AND  1027. 


TOWN  COUNCIL  OP  BIRDSBORO 
AND 

JOHN  R.  POTTER,  ET  AL., 
vs. 


Service  on  Birdsboro  Branch. 


READING  TRANSIT  COMPANY. 


Piled  .January  7,  1913,  and  .January  6,  1913.— Closed  May  27,  1913. 

Petitions  wore  filed  by  the  abore  named  Complainants,  alleging  that  the  cars 
operated  between  Reading  and  Birdsl>oro  wei'e  insufficient  to  accommodate  the 
traveling  public;  that  the  seating  capacity  of  the  cars  is  about  thirty,  whereas,  in 
the  mornings  and  e^'cuiugs  the  load  I'lin.?  as  lugli  as  seventy  people  to  each  car:  also 
that  the  cars  are  unsafe  and  insanitary. 
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The  Respondent,  in  answer,  filed  a detailed  statement  of  the  actual  number  of 
passengers  carried  from  January  ISth  to  January  21st,  inclusive,  showing  the  number 
of  passengers  boarding  the  cars  between  each  fare  zone,  and  also  advised  that  an 
additional  car  would  be  put  on,  leaving  Birdsboro  at  5.40  o’clock  P.  M.,  which 
would  satisfactorily  remedy  the  situation. 

A hearing  was  held  by  the  Commission  and  an  inspection  made  upon  the  ground 
and  the  following  Opinion  rendered: 

OPINION. 

It  appears  from  the  testimony  submitted  at  the  hearing  on  complaints 
of  Town  Council  of  Birdsboro,  et  al.,  vs.  Reading  Transit  Company, 
that  the  cars  of  the  Respondent  operated  on  the  Birdsboro  line  between 
5.30  and  6.30  in  the  morning  and  between  6.00  and  7.00  in  the  evening, 
together  with  the  last  car  leaving  Reading  at  night,  are  the  only  cars 
which  are  regularly  overcrowded.  These  cars,  as  shown  by  the  con- 
ductors’ reports  to  the  company,  carry  at  times  about  twice  as  many 
passengers  as  they  have  seating  capacity  to  accommodate,  making  it  not 
only  very  uncomfortable  to  those  who  are  compelled  to  take  these  cars, 
but  also  dangei'ous,  so  it  is  alleged,  on  acount  of  the  swaying  and  the 
bobbing  of  the  short  cars  used  in  going  over  the  numerous  short  curves  on 
the  road. 

This  situation  so  far  as  the  overcrowded  condition  of  the  cars 
is  concerned  could  be  easily  relieved  by  putting  on  an  additional  car 
on  the  road  to  make  the  run  with  the  regular  car  scheduled  at  those 
hours,  and  thus  furnish  adequate  accommodations  for  the  trathc  according 
to  Respondent’s  reports  showing  the  number  of  passengers  carried  on 
those  trips.  The  further  fact  cited  at  the  hearing  that  occasionally 
some  other  car  during  the  day  has  been  overcrowded  on  this  line  is  a 
circumstance  that  cannot  be  forestalled  and  is  liable  to  occur  at  more  or 
less  irregular  intervals  on  all  roads  of  street  railway  tranportation . 

Complainants  also  testified  that  the  cars  on  this  line  are  short  single- 
truck  cars  of  an  antiquated  type  wholly  inadequate  for  the  service  and 
in  some  instances  so  dilapidated  that  they  should  be  condemned  as  being 
unfit  to  carry  people.  Furthermore  it  was  alleged  that  the  floors  of 
the  cars  were  as  a rule  unsightly  and  filthy,  the  heating  and  ventilating 
so  defective  and  the  general  atmosphere  of  the  cars  so  insanitary  that 
they  become  a source  of  danger  to  the  health  of  the  occupants.  The 
manager  of  the  Respondent  Company  on  the  other  hand  averred  that 
the  cars  are  swept  out  and  cleaned  every  night  before  they  are  put  in 
service  the  following  day,  and  al-ways  washed  out  regularly  and  care- 
fully, the  same  as  the  cars  on  the  other  lines  of  their  system. 

The  12.40  car  at  noon  which  the  Commission  took  to  Reading  with  a 
view  of  inspecting  the  condition  of  the  road  and  its  equipment  was  a 
single-truck  car,  the  only  kind  used  on  this  road,  with  longitudinal  seats 
extending  along  the  sides  and  furnishing  seating  accommodations  for 
about  thirty  persons.  The  car  while  not  attractive  in  its  general  outside 
appearance  was  in  a condition  to  suggest  or  offer  the  comforts  one  or- 
dinarily finds  on  a street  car  anywhere;  the  floor  and  seats  and  windows 
were  scrupulously  clean  and  the  seating  capacity  ample  to  accommodate 
the  regular  traffic  and  the  ten  or  more  additional  passengers  that  made 
up  the  Commission  and  the  party  of  citizens  accompanying  it. 

The  run  of  eleven  and  a fraction  miles  to  Reading  was  made  in  the 
usual  time  of  about  fifty  minutes,  and  while  the  road  has  a number  of 
sharp  curves  and  a few  steep  grades,  the  ride  upon  the  whole  was  as 
comfortable  as  one  would  expect  to  find  on  a suburban  street  railway 
line  and  brought  to  notice  at  no  time  any  specially  objectionable  feature 
to  one’s  sense  of  comfort  and  safety.  There  were  noticeable,  how- 
ever, at  a few  points  on  the  road  a slight  swaying  and  even  a little 
teetering  of  the  car,  but  not  any  more  so  than  will  be  felt  occasionally 
on  si.iburban  roads  where  the  heavy  double-truck  cars  are  in  use. 

The  request  of  the  Complainant  tlmt  large  double-truck  cars  be  installed 
on  this  line  has  been  given  careful  consideration.  It  was  stated  by 
Respondent  at  the  hearing,  and  no  one  controverted  the  fact,  that  the 
line  to  Birdsboro  was  constructed  before  the  right  of  eminent  domain 
was  granted  to  trolley  companies  and,  by  reason  of  the  difficulty  to  obtain 
the  right-of-way  from  property  holders,  it  became  necessary  in  building 
the  road  to  follow  a circuituous  route  and  construct  quite  a number  of 
sliort  curves.  As  the  road  was  originally  built  to  operate  the  small 
single-truck  car  it  would  now  be  impracticable,  as  was  determined  by 
actual  trial,  to  use  the  large  cars  on  account  of  the  construction  of  the 
sharp  forty-degree  curves  on  it  and,  therefore,  only  by  first  rebuilding 
these  curves  or  straightening  the  route  could  the  large  type  of  car  be 
usoil . 
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Inasmuch,  as  the  company  now  enjoys  the  right  of  eminent  domain  it 
would  not  be  in  keeping  with  sound  business  methods  to  require  Re- 
spondent  to  make  the  experiment  of  rebuilding  the  curves  in  question 
in  order  that  the  large  cars  might  be  operated  on  the  road  at  an  early 
date,  and  then  a little  later  with  a view  of  getting  rid  of  the  numerous 
short  curves  and  steep  grades  which  now  prove  so  serious  an  impediment 
to  the  general  character  of  the  service  expect  the  company  to  exercise 
its  right  of  eminent  domain  and  incur  the  additional  expense  of  straight- 
ening the  road  and  improving  the  general  condition  of  its  roadbed.  The 
relief  obtained  should  not  be  in  the  nature  of  a temporary  but  a perma- 
nent improvement. 

Moreover  Respondent  volunteered  the  information  in  its  testimony 
that  surveys  have  been  made  with  a view  of  correcting  the  alignment 
of  the  roadbed,  and  that  plans  are  now  being  considered  to  take  out  the 
curves  at  as  early  a date  as  the  changes  and  improvements  under  way 
will  warrant  the  company  to  proceed  with  it.  When  that  is  done  the 
large  double-truck  cars  will  be  put  in  service  on  this  road  and  the  ob- 
objections  preferred  by  Complainants  against  the  small  cars  now  in  use 
will  be  removed . 

In  view  of  this  averment  made  by  Respondent,  the  Commission  is  of 
the  opinion  that  it  should  be  given  a reasonable  length  of  time  to  make 
the  changes  indicated,  and  if  it  should  appear  at  the  expiration  of  year 
from  the  time  of  the  hearing  that  such  progress  has  not  been  made  in 
the  improvements  proposed  as  to  indicate  their  early  completion,  the 
to  be  necessary  in  order  to  expedite  this  work. 

And  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the  situation  in  other  respects  imme- 
diately, the  Commission  now 

RECOMMENDS 

1st  That  an  additional  car  or  two  cars,  if  the  traihc  demands  it, 
be  placed  in  operation  on  the  road  at  once  during  the  hours  above  indi- 
cated, morning  and  evening,  to  correct  the  overcrowding  complained 
of;  this  includes  the  last  trip  from  Reading  to  Birdsboro  at  night. 

2nd.  That  Respondent  see  to  it  that  the  Manager  or  Superintendent  of 
the  road  exercise  special  care  that  his  orders  to  have  cars  regularly 
cleaned  and  washed  out  be  duly  carried  into  effect. 

3rd.  That  Respondent  permit  not  any  of  its  cars  that  have  become 
weak  or  dilapidated  in  their  construction,  and  therefore  dangerous,  to 
be  placed  on  the  road  for  the  purpose  of  hauling  passengers. 

4th,  That  all  cars  offered  by  Respondent  for  passenger  service  be  neat 
attractive  in  appearance  so  that  the  immediate  community,  which  regu- 
larly patronizes  the  road,  will  not  feel  humiliated  nor  a sense  of  degrada- 
tion in  riding  on  them. 


COMPLAIJ^^T  DOC.KET  NO.  1063. 

H.  M.  STEVENS 

vs.  I Alleged  improper  equipment  and 

PHILADELPHIA  RAPID  TRANSIT  f overcrowding  of  cars. 

COMPANY. 

J 

Filed  May  5,  1913. — Closed  May  24,  1913. 

Complaint  was  made  regarding  the  service  in  general  as  rendered  by  the  Respond- 
ent Company. 

The  Respondent,  upon  receipt  of  a copy  of  the  complaint  endeavored  by  the 
services  of  one  of  -their  inspectors  to  have  an  interview  with  the  Complainant,  but 
reported  that  they  were  unable  to  locate  him  at  the  address  he  had  given  in  the  com- 
plaint. 

The  Commission  directed  that  the  complaint  be  dismissed  because  of  the  inability 
to  reach  the  Complainant  and  the  lack  of  definite  information  in  the  complaint 
itself  to  enable  the  Respondent  to  make  sufficient  reply  thereto. 
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COxAIPLAlNT  DOCKET  NO.  106.S. 


A.  J.  CLOUGH 
vs. 

PILXNSYIA  ANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


} Request  for  flag  stop  at  Star 
Brick,  one  mile  west  of  Warren. 


Filed  .Alay  '22,  IflL'L— Closed  iMay  27,  1913. 


Complaint  w.a.s  made  because  of  the  refusal  of  the  Respondent  to  stop  their 
local  trains  on  flag  at  Star  Brick,  one  mile  east  of  AVarren. 

The  Commission  advised  the  Coinjilainant  that  it  was  not  justitied  in  taking  up 
the  matter  with  the  Respondent  unless  the  Complainant  was  prepared  to  show 
a sutlicient  demand  to  warrant  th<>  establishment  of  the  step  in  question. 

As  nothing  further  was  heard  from  the  Complainant,  the  case  was  marked  closed 
for  laek  of  ])rosecution . 


('OMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  981. 


L.  II.  CONRAD,  FT  AL. 
vs. 

LFIIIGH  ALALLET  RAILROAD 
COAIPANY. 

Filed  December  4,  1912. 


Inadequate  train  service  during 
>.  winter  months  between  Wilkes- 
Barre  and  AA^hite  Haven. 

J 

■Closed  Alay  27,  1913. 


I his  was  a petition  signed  by  forty -seven  residents  along  the  line  of  the  Respondent 
Oomp.-iny  between  AVhite  Haven  and  vicinity  and  Wilkes-Barre,  praying  that  the 
Respondent’s  trains.  Nos.  83  and  84,  which  at  that  time  ran  only  during  the  summer 
months,  be  run  during  the  entire  year,  alleging  the  inconvenience  when  the  trains 
in  question  were  taken  off. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  averred  that  its  traiu  service  between  the  points  in 
(|uestion  was  adequate:  that  in  addition  the  Central  Railroad  Company  of  New 
■Tersey,  whose  lines  paralleled  the  Respondent’s  the  entire  distance  between  White 
Haven  .and  AA’ilkes-Barre,  oper.-iting  three  (31  local  trains  in  each  direction  per 
d.i>  • and  that  as  .a  whole  the  people  in  the  vicinity  of  AA’hite  Haven  are  very  well 
tak('r,  care  of  in  the  way  of  train  service  to  Wilkes-Barre.  It  also  averred  that 
in  addition  to  the  service  above  m.entioned  there  ■was  trolley  service  from  two  of 
the  points  mentioned,  Sugar  Notch  and  Warrior’s  Run,  to  Wilkes-Barre. 

fn  commenting  upon  the  answer  of  the  Resimndent  the  Complainant  suggested 
that  if  the  fiperation  of  the  trains  in  question  was  not  profitable  they  would  not 
insist  upon  their  restoration  but  suggested  the  stopping  of  certain  other  trains  at 
Fairview,  an  intermediate  point  between  White  Haven  and  Wilkes-Barre. 

The-  Respondent  advised  that  it  would  be  impracticable  to  stop  the  train  sug- 

ge.fted,  as  they  were  heavy  through  trains  and  that  Fairview  was  not  a station  but 

simply  a junction  point. 

The  Complainant  denied  the  avermenr  that  Fairview  was  not  a station,  and 

cited  numerous  merchants  and  others  who  received  freight  at  that  station,  and 

that  during  the  summer  months  tickets  were  sold  at  that  point. 

The  Respondent  subsequently  advised  the  Commission  that  it  had  installed  trains 
number  .83  and  84  for  the  summer  season,  and  the  Commission  notified  the  Com- 
plainant that  in  view  of  this  fact  it  was  of  the  opinion  that  the  service  would  be 
adequate  for  the  present,  and  that  if  at  the  termination  of  the  summer  season 
the  necessity  seemed  to  exist  for  further  service,  the  matter  would  be  considered 
by  the  Commission. 

No  further  advices  wei-e  received  froni  the  Complainant,  and  the  case  was  marked 
closed . 
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CO^MPLAINT  DCK'KET  NO.  956. 


H.  0.  CASSELL,  ET  AL. 
vs. 

CENTRAL  PENNSYLVANIA  TRACTION 
COMPANY. 


Petition  for  night  street  ear 
between  Harrisburg  and 
melstown. 


service 


Hurn- 


Filed  October  23,  1912. — Dismissed  May  27,  1913. 


Several  hundred  patrons  of  the  Respondent  iJetitioned  for  the  installation  of 
night  service  between  Harrisburg  and  Hummelstown,  alleging  that  such  service 
would  be  of  great  convenience  to  the  trainmen  of  the  Philadelphia  it  Reading  Rail- 
way Company,  living  in  Harrisburg  and  vicinity,  whose  runs  terminated  at 
Rutherford  Yards,  some  six  miles  distant  from  Harrisburg.  Their  petition  also  in- 
cluded a prayer  for  a five  cent  fare  to  the  Rutherford  Yards  from  Harrisburg. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  avei-red  that  to  comply  with  the  request  of  the  Com- 
plainant would  necessitate  the  installation  of  two  additional  cars  between  mid- 
night and  five  o’clock  and  the  operation  of  an  additional  engine  at  its  plant  for  the 
generation  of  power,  and  that  the  additional  traffic  afforded  would  not  be  com- 
mensurate with  the  expense  attendant  upon  such  installation.  It  also  averred  the 
Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway  Company  operated  trains  between  Rutherford 
Yards  and  Harrisburg  to  accommodate  its  employees  between  the  hours  in  question . 

In  commenting  upon  the  answer  of  the  Respondent,  the  Complainant  insisted 
upon  the  necessity  for  the  service  prayed  for. 

A hearing  was  held  upon  the  complaint,  at  which  testimony  was  taken  and  is 
a part  of  the  record  in  the  case. 

The  Commission  requested  the  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway  Company  to  ad- 
vise it  as  to  the  number  of  men  that  would  likely  be  accommodated  by  the  re- 
requested night  service,  and  that  Company  submitted  a statement  giving  the  num- 
ber of  men  who  would  likely  avail  themselves  of  the  service,  if  installed,  a copy 
of  which  statement  was  sent  to  the  Complainant.  . 

After  a full  consideration  of  the  testimony  and  the  other  facts  before  the  Com- 
mission the  following  opinion  was  rendered: 


OPINION. 

After  a very  careful  consideration  of  this  complaint  and  the  gathering  of 
all  the  information  possible  upon  this  sub,iect,  the  situation  appears  to 
be  as  follows: 

That  there  are  one  hundred  eleven  residents  of  the  city  of  Harrisburg 
engaged  in  the  freight  service  of  the  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company  to  and  from  the  Rutherford  Yards  of  that  Company  during 
the  hours  between  12.00  o'clock  midnight  and  5.00  A.  M.  ; there  is  already 
provided  a car  of  the  Traction  Company  leaving  Harrisburg  at  12.00  mid- 
night and  two  trains  of  the  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway  Company 
leaving  Harrisburg  at  12.05  and  2.30  A.  M.,  respectively.  Whatever 
additional  accommodation  would  be  provided  for  the  transportation  of 
these  men,  it  is  very  evident  that  a number  of  them  would  rontinue  to 
use  the  said  car  and  trains  as  they  are  now  doing,  which  would  leave  a 
number  somewhat  less,  at  least,  than  the  said  one  hundred  eleven  to  be 
provided  for  by  said  additional  transportation  facilities. 

To  grant  the  Complainants  whai  they  desire — a car  every  hour  l)etween 
12.00  o’clock  midnight  and  5.00  A.  M.,  from  Harrisburg  to  Rutherford 
and  retern,  would  necessitate  the  making  of  at  least  four  additional 
round  trips  between  said  points,  and  the  number  of  persons  shown  by 
the  figures  aforesaid,  who  could  make  use  of  the  cars  at  tliese  hours 
would  furnish  about  fourteen  persons  per  car  and  receipts  of  seventy 
cents  a rrip,  even  allowing  for  the  transportation  of  the  entire  number 
of  Harrisburg  men  employed  as  aforesaid 
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If  it  is  said  there  would  probably  be'  some  additional  patronage  for 
these  cars,  it  can  be  replied  that  in  all  probability  any  such  additional 
patronage  would  not  make  up  for  the  loss  from  the  number  aforesaid 
by  reason  of  t)ie  said  employees  using  the  facilities  already  in  existence, 
so  that  it  appears  at  the  outside  the  most  that  could  be  expected  from  the 
installation  of  the  service  desired  would  be  the  return  to  the  Respondent 
Company  of  about  seventy  cents  per  car  trip— the  total  for  the  entire 
service  of  about  live  dollars  and  lifty  cents  ($5.50;.  It  seems  evident 
that  this  would  be  so  much  les.s  than  what  the  expense  of  conducting 
that  transportation  would  amount  to  it  would  be  unreasonable  to  ask 
the  Company  to  install  it. 

The  complaint  is,  therefore,  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO. 

P.  H.  GLATFELTER  COiMPANL 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD 
COxMPANY. 

Piled  June  19,  1912. 

Complaint  alleged  that  the  rate  charged  by  Respondent  for  the  transportation  of 
paper  from  Spring  Grove  to  Pittsburgh  was  discriminatory  as  compared  with  the 
rates  in  effect  from  Lock  Haven,  Tyrone  and  Williamsburg  to  Pittsburgh. 

The  Respondent  in  answer  averred  that  the  difference  in  the  distances  between 
the  points  in  question  justified  the  difference  in  the  rates  complained  of,  and  sub- 
mitted the  following  table,  showing  rates  enjoyed  by  Complainant  and  its  com- 
petitors: 


I Rate  on  Paper,  Spring  Grove  to 
^ Pittsburgh. 

—Closed  May  27,  1913. 


COMMODITY  RATES  PER  100  LBS.  ON  NEWS  PRINT  PAPER,  CARLOADS. 


From 

Spring  Grove. 

Lock  Haven. 

Tyrone. 

Williamsburg. 

Luke,  Maryland. 

To 

Pittsburgh,  

12 

10 

10 

10 

10 

East  h>t.  Louis,  

20 

181 

18i 

18J 

20 

Chicago,  

18 

17 

17 

17 

17 

Indianapolis 

15 

15 

15 

15 

16 

Cinciunati,  

13 

13 

13 

13 

13 

Buffalo 

12 

12 

12 

12 

12 

Baltimore,  

7 

10 

10 

10 

10 

Philadelphia,  

10 

11 

11 

11 

11 

New  York,  

12 

13 

13 

13 

13 

Boston,  

15 

15 

17 

17 

17 

The  Commission,  after  due  consideration  concluded  that  there  should  be  a com- 
modity rate  on  paper  from  Spring  Grove  to  Pittsburgh  no  higher  than  the  com- 
modity rate  from  Tyrone  and  Williamsburg  to  Philadelphia,  tnus  permitting  the 
Complainant  to  get  into  the  Pittsburgh  territory  of  the  manufacturers  of  Tyrone 
and  Williamsburg,  on  the  same  basis  as  the  latter  were  permitted  to  get  into 
Philadelphia,  and  recommended  therefore  that  the  Respondent  reduce  the  rate  in 
question  to  not  more  than  eleven  cents  per  hundred  pounds.  Upon  receipt  of 
advice  from  Respondent  that  the  recommendation  of  the  Commission  had  been  com- 
plied with,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  760. 

RESIDENTS  OF  COATESVILLE 

vs.  L Inadequate  service. 

WEST  CHESTER  STREET  RAILWAY.  J 

Filed  June  6,  1912.— Closde  May  27,  1913. 

Residents  of  the  Borough  of  Coatesville  complained  that  the  schedule  of  the 
Respondent  providing  hourly  .service  was  insufiicient,  and  petitioned  the  Com- 
mission to  recommend  a schedule  which  would  give  more  frequent  service  between 
Downingtown  and  Coatesville,  alleging  that  the  volume  of  traffic  between  the  points 
in  question  warranted  better  facilities  than  those  now  afforded  the  patrons  of  this 
road.  The  petitioners  also  prayed  for  better  service  within  the  Borough  of  Coates- 
ville, alleging  that  a great  number  of  persons  were  required  to  use  infrequent 
interurban  service,  whereas  the  volume  of  traffic  warranted  the  operation  of  more 
cars  within  the  limits  of  the  Borough. 

In  its  answer,  the  Respondent  averred  that  it  had  a daily  schedule  of  cars 
operating  hourly  between  West  Chester  and  Coatesville  (passing  through  Downing- 
town) from  five-thirty  o’clock  A.  M.  to  eleven  o’clock  P.  M.  ; that  on  Saturdays 
and  Sundays  it  operated  a car  each  half  hour  between  Coatesville  and  West  Ches- 
ter after  one  o’clock  P.  M.,  and  between  Downingtown  and  Coatesville  a car  each 
half  hour  after  twelve  o’clock  noon  on  Saturdays.  The  Respondent  filed  with 
the  Commission  a compilation  of  the  reports  of  the  conductors  showing  the  number 
of  passengers  carried  on  each  car,  and  averred  that  the  traffic  demanded  no  greater 
frequency  of  service  than  is  now  maintained. 

The  allegation  as  to  the  carrying  of  freight  immediately  inside  the  front  door  of 
Respondent’s  ear  to  the  great  inconvenience  of  the  passengers  was  denied  by  the 
Respondent,  it  averring  that  the  small  quantities  of  freight  that  it  carried  for 
the  accommodation  of  its  patrons  was  invariably  placed  upon  the  front  platform 
of  the  car  and  that  no  freight  was  carried  that  would  in  any  way  interfere  with 
the  performance  of  the  duties  of  the  motormau. 

Commenting  upon  the  answer  filed,  the  Complainant  denied  the  material  averments 
of  the  Respondent. 

A hearing  rvas  held  upon  the  complaint  in  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  at  Har- 
risburg and  testimony  taken,  which  is  a part  of  the  record  in  the  case. 

Oral  arguments  by  Counsel  for  the  parties  was  heard  by  the  Commission  June 
6,  1913. 

After  fully  considering  the  testimony  and  other  facts  before  it  the  Commission 
rendered  the  following  opinion : 


OPINION. 

On  the  argument  of  this  complaint,  the  only  points  insisted  upon  at  all 
were  the  provision  of  addditional  ears  between  Coatesville  and  West  Ches- 
ter on  special  occasions,  such  as  the  convening  of  Criminal  Court  at 
West  Chester  when  the  travel  between  these  points  is  said  to  be  un- 
usual, and  the  running  of  a local  car  back  and  forth  through  the  Borough 
of  Coatesville. 

The  Respondent  Company  has  always  manifested  a disposition  and 
expressed  a willingness  to  provide  .additional  cars  for  the  service  to  and 
from  West  Chester  on  these  special  occasions  upon  timely  notice  of 
their  necessity,  and  such  has  been  its  practice  in  the  past.  The  failure 
of  this  special  service  on  occasion.s  has  resulted  either  from  lack  of 
prior  notice  to  the  Railway  Company  or  failure  on  the  part  of  the 
patrons  of  the  line  to  avail  themselves  of  these  special  accommodations 
and  resort  to  the  ordinary  and  regular  ears  for  their  transportation 
instead.  It  thus  appears  that  any  failure  in  this  service  to  meet  the 
wants  of  the  community  results,  not  from  the  fault  of  the  Railway 
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Company  but  from  the  conduct  of  the  intending  patrons.  This  Com- 
mission feels  assured  that  all  reasonable  accommodations  for  trans- 
por'tatiou  on  these  special  occasions  will  be  furnished  by  the  JRaihvay 
Company  if  the  patrons  will  mly  advise  it  of  the  necessitj'  for  the  extra 
ears  and  avail  themselve.s  of  their  use  when  provided. 

A very  careful  consideration  of  the  representations  made,  as  to  the 
necessity  for  local  service  in  Coatesville,  fails  to  lead  the  Commission 
to  the  conclusion  that  any  .suHicient  demand  for  that  service  exists  to 
warrant  the  Commission  making  the  recommendation  for  its  installation. 
Moreover,  the  rights  which  the  Railway  Company  enjoys  in  that  munici- 
pality are  so  restricted  that  it  seems  impossible  for  that  service  to  be 
rendered  withimt  some  enlargement  of  these  rights. 

The  Commission  therefore  feels  that  it  would  not  be  warranted  in 
making  a recommendation  for  the  service  requested,  and  the  complaint  is 
dismissed. 

A copy  of  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  was  forwarded  to  the  parties.  The 
Complainant  took  exception  to  tlic  ruling  or  the  Commission  and  stated  that  the 
patrons  of  the  Respondent  were  entitled  to  bettor  accommodation  than  they  were 
receiving,  and  enumerated,  as  an  instance,  the  Quarter  Sessions  week,  when 
great  numbers  of  persons  traveled  over  the  Respondent's  line  and  were  not  afforded 
ample  accommodation. 

The  Respondent,  in  a letter  addressed  to  the  Commission,  advised  that  it  had 
arranged  \vith  the  Chief  of  Police  of  Coate.sville  to  report  the  extent  of  the  travel 
during  the  Quarter  Session  week. 

A copy  of  this  letter  was  sent  to  the  Complainant  who,  in  answer,  advised  that 
the  Chief  of  Police  in  a conversation  denied  the  statement  of  the  Respondent. 

Under  the  date  of  May  27,  1913,  the  Commission  directed  the  ease  to  be  marked 
elcised  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


The  Complainant  averred  tliat  a streeet  railway  which  extends  from*  the  center 
of  the  City  of  McKeesport,  down  the  Monongahela  River  to  Riverton  Street  and 
across  the  Riverton  Bridge  into  the  Borough  of  Duquesne,  extends  through  the 
Borough  of  Iluquesne  connecting  with  the  line  of  the  Respondent  Company  and 
extending  into  the  City  of  Pitt.sburgh . This  road  extending  through  McKeesport 
and  the  Borough  of  Duque.sne,  is  owned  by  the  West  Penn  Traction  Company, 
and  the  cars  are  operated  by  tlie  Respondent. 

MdKeesport  has  a popuidtion  of  about  44,000,  and  Duquesne  has  a population  of 
from  15,000  to  16,000.  Many  people  living  iu  Duquesne  work  in  McKeesport;  also 
people  living  in  McKeesport  work  in  Duquesue.  The  two  municipalities  are  so 
close  to  each  other  and  their  interests  are  so  interwoven  th.at  the  street  railway 
facilities  should  be  the  best  obtainable. 

At  present  there  is  only  a car  running  each  way  every  fifteen  minutes,  which 
does  not  meet  the  requirements  by  any  means. 

The  merchants  in  McKeesport  and  others  had  taken  the  matter  up  with  the  two 
companies,  but  never  succeeded  in  getting  any  arrangement  for  any  better  service. 

The  Respondent,  in  ans'sVer,  advised  that,  as  lessee  of  the  Monongahela 
Street  Railway  Company,  it  operates  cars  over  the  route  of  the  latter  company 
from  Pittsburgh  through  Homestead  to  Duo.ucsne,  and  the  operation  of  this  line  of 
cars  is  continued  from  Duquesne  to  McKeesport  under  an  agreement  entered  into 
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Filed  November  26,  1912. — Closed  May  28,  1913. 


No.  27. 


PENNSYLVANIA  STATE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 


65 


in  1899  between  the  Monongahela  Street  Railway  Company  and  the  McKeesport, 
Wilmerding  and  Duquesne  Street  Railway  Company,  which  latter  company  is 
me  of  the  underlying  companies  of  the  West  Penn  Railways  Company. 

The  schedule  for  operation  provides  for  through  ears  from  McKeesport  to  Pitts- 
burgh every  fifteen  minutes  throughout  the  entire  day,  with  an  all-night  car  once 
an  hour,  and  with  “trippers”  making  three  round  trips  between  Duquesne  and 
McKeesport  in  the  morning ; four  round  trips  between  Duquesne  and  McKeesport  in 
the  evening,  and  eight  round  trips  between  Duquesne  and  McKeesport  on  Saturday 
evenings. 

The  Respondent  further  averred  that  a considerable  portion  of  the  line  in  the  City 
of  McKeesport  is  single  track,  without  turnouts,  and  it  is  impracticable  to  schedule 
the  trippers  between  Duquesne  and  McKeesport  at  regular  intervals  between  the 
regular  cars  on  account  of  the  varying  distances  between  points  where  the  cars 
can  pass  , with  the  result  that  during  the  rush  hours,  mornings  and  evenings, 
the  cars  not  being  spaced  at  a uniform  distance  or  uniform  time  intervals  apart, 
some  of  the  cars  are  overcrowded,  and  others  are  not  hauling  a full  load.  The  total 
amount  of  traffic  on  the  line  divided  into  the  number  of  cars  operated  does  not  show 
any  insufficiency  in  service. 

Respondent  advised  that  it  had  under  consideration  an  arrangement  with  the  West 
Penn  Railways  Company  and  the  city  of  McKeesport  for  some  changes  in  the  track 
connections  in  McKeesport  which  would  facilitate  the  operation  of  the  cars  through 
that  city,  and  permit  the  improvement  of  the  service  rendered  throughout  the 
entire  line  from  Pittsburgh  to  McKeesport.  Such  a provision  is  necessary  on  account 
of  the  extent  of  single  track  on  the  route  of  the  West  Penn  Railways  Company 
in  McKeesport. 

The  Respondent  averred  that  it  has  furnished  sufficient  service  for  the  regular 
travel  on  this  line ; and  if  it  had  any  source  of  information  beforehand  of  addi- 
tional service  required  at  any  particular  times  occasioned  by  pay-days  or  meetings 
or  attractions  drawing  the  people  from  one  community  to  another,  it  would  make 
every  effort  to  provide  the  additional  service  necessary  and  that  this  service  de- 
velops without  notice  to  the  company  and  from  conditions  that  the  company  has 
no  means  of  being  informed  of,  and  these  unusual  peaks  and  changes  in  the  direc- 
tion of  the  traffic  have  received  much  consideration  from  the  Operating  Department 
which  has  endeavored,  as  far  as  possible,  to  provide  for  the  same  as  the  necessities 
arose. 

A copy  of  the  answer  was  sent  to  the  Complainant,  but  as  it  failed  to  comment 
on  the  same,  the  case  was  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  978. 


WOMEN’S  CLUB  OF  ASPINWALL  f 


vs. 

ALLEGHENY  VALLEY  STREET  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 


► Unsanitary 


condition  of  cars. 


Filed  November  26,  1912. — Closed  May  28,  1913. 

The  Complainant  alleged  that  the  cars  of  Respondent  are  unsanitary  and  im- 
properly heated. 

The  Respondent  in  answer  averred  that  the  cars  were  regularly  cleaned  and  in- 
spected and  that  every  effort  is  made,  under  the  conditions  in  the  district  through 
which  the  cars  are  operated  to  heat  the  cars  and  keep  them  in  a sanitary  condition . 

A copy  of  the  answer  was  sent  to  the  Complainants,  with  request  to  be  advised 
whether  a hearing  was  desired,  and  as  no  response  was  received  the  case  closed  for 
lack  of  prosecution. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1031. 


J.  A.  KIFER,  ET  AL., 


Regulation  governing  the  loading  of 
milk. 


vs. 


PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Piled  February  13,  1913. — Closed  May  28,  1913. 


The  Complainants,  shippers  of  mUk,  alleged  that  they  had  no  train  service  at  Har- 
rison City  by  which  to  ship  their  milk  and  that  they  were  compelled  to  haul  the  same 
to  Manor,  and  the  local  agent  of  the  Respondent  at  that  place  advised  them  that, 
even  after  transportation  tickets  had  been  attached,  unless  they  load  the  same  them- 
selves, it  will  not  be  forwarded  to  destination. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  denies  that  any  discrimination  w'as  made  against  the 
shippers  of  milk  at  Harrison  City  in  view  of  the  fact  that  under  regulations  it  was 
necessary  for  all  shippers,  in  less  than  carload  lots,  to  assist  in  the  loading  of 
milk,  and  as  the  distance  from  Harrison  City  to  Manor  is  but  2.1  miles,  it  was  not  a 
hardship,  nor  was  it  unreasonable  for  them  to  take  their  milk  there  on  Sundays, 
as  it  would  not  be  practicable  or  profitable  to  run  a train  on  that  branch  on  Sunday. 

A copy  of  this  answ'er  was  sent  to  Complainants,  requesting  them  to  advise  at 
what  point  or  points  along  the  main  line  the  rule  regarding  the  regulation  for  the 
loading  of  milk  is  not  enforced,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Respondent  denies 
that  such  is  the  case. 

As  the  Complainant  failed  to  further  prosecute  his  case,  the  same  was  marked 
closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


The  Complainant  alleged  he  was  charged  an  exorbitant  rate  on  a box  of  soap 
shipped  from  Ashland  to  Summit  Hill. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  that  shipment  was  received  by  them  on  a 
local  transfer  from  the  Central  Railroad  of  New  Jersey  at  Hauto,  evidently  having 
been  misrouted  by  the  originating  carrier  in  forwarding  the  shipment  via  the  Central 
Railroad  of  New  Jersey,  instead  of  in  direct  connection  with  Respondent’s  line 
through  Lizard  Creek  Junction,  by  which  latter  route  a minimum  charge  would  have 
been  applied. 

A copy  of  this  answ^er  was  sent  to  the  Respondent  with  the  advice  that  the  Com- 
mission cannot  proceed  further,  as  from  the  meagre  information  contained  in  the 
correspondence  on  file,  it  cannot  tell  whether  the  cause  of  the  misrouting  was  the 
fault  of  the  initial  carrier  or  the  shipper. 

As  Complainant  failed  to  furnish  any  further  information  on  the  subject,  the  case 
was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1043. 


C.  A.  WHIPPLE 
vs. 

LEHIGH  & NEW  ENGLAND  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 


Piled  February  24,  1913. — Closed  May  28,  1913. 
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COMPL.AINT  DOCKET  NO.  929. 

• R.  A.  HAGAN  ^ Alleged  discriminatcry  fares,  oc- 

vs.  y casioned  by  refusal  to  issue 

PITTSBURGH  RAILWAYS  COMPANY.  J transfers. 

Filed  September  4,  1912.— Closed  May  28,  1913. 

The  complaint  sets  out  that  the  Respondent  operates  a street  car  line  from 
Glassport,  Allegheny  County,  through  McKeesport  and  East  McKeesport  to  Wil- 
merding,  a distance  of  about  nine  miles  ; that  said  route  is  divided  into  two  divi- 
sions, one  extending  from  Glassport  to  the  bridge  crossing  the  Youghiogheny  River, 
in  the  city  of  McKeesj^ort,  a distance  of  about  three  miles,  and  the  other  extending 
from  the  said  bridge  to  Wilmerding,  a di.stance  of  about  six  miles;  that  the 
Respondent  also  operates  an  Electric  Street  Railway  Line  from  Wilmerding  via 
the  Borough  of  Turtle  Creek  and  East  Pittsburgh  to  Pittsburgh ; that  the  dis- 
tance from  the  point  in  Wilmerding  where  said  line  starts  to  the  center  of  the 
Borough  of  Turtle  Creek  is  about  one  mile,  and  to  the  center  line  of  the  Borough 
of  East  Pittsburgh  is  about  1.6  miles:  that  the  distance  from  the  center  line  of 
the  Borough  of  East  McKeesport  to  the  point  in  the  Borough  of  Wilmerding  where 
the  second  division  ends  is  about  one  mile ; that  the  Respondent  Company  charges 
a five  cent  fare  on  each  of  these  divisions,  with  no  transfers  from  the  division 
passing  through  East  McKeesport  and  ending  in  Wilmerding  to  the  division  be- 
ginning in  Wilmerding  and  passing  through  the  Boroughs  of  Turtle  Creek  and  East 
Pittsburgh,  whether  the  passengers  are  hauled  the  full  length  of  either  division  or 
are  carried  but  a short  distance  beyond  the  termini  of  s.aid  division,  thereby 
discriminating  in  the  rates  to  passengers  from  East  McKeesport  to  the  Boroughs 
of  Turtle  Creek  and  East  Pittsburgh,  as  compared  with  passengers  hauled  over 
other  divisions ; and  that  the  said  Respondent  operates  other  lines  in  and  about 
the  city  of  Pittsburgh,  where  it  carries  passengers  a much  greater  distance  for  a 
single  fare  of  five  cents,  and  in  addition  issues  transfers  from  one  division  to 
another  for  one  fare. 

The  Respondent,  in  its  answer,  admitted  that  it  operates  the  line  from  Glass- 
port  to  Wilmerding,  but  denied  that  said  route  is  divided  into  two  divisions.  The 
faro  for  a through  ride  is  ten  cents,  the  first  fare  from  Glassport  of  five  cents 
carrying  the  passengers  across  the  Youghiogheny  River  and  through  McKeesport 
for  a distance  of  five  miles,  and  the  second  fare  of  five  cents  carrying  the  passengers 
to  East  McKeesport  and  Wilmerding,  a total  distance  of  nine  miles.  Report  of 
its  traffic  department  show  that  the  average  length  of  ride  of  passengers  between 
Glassport  and  McKeesport  is  2.66  miles  and  between  McKeesport  and  Wilmerding 
is  3.5  miles;  and  that  Wilmerding  was  for  many  years  the  terminus  of  the  street 
railway  from  McKeesport,  and  was  not  connected  in  any  physical  manner  with 
the  street  railway  operating  through  Turtle  Creek  and  East  Pittsburgh.  Wil- 
merding always  has  been  the  terminus  of  fares  in  both  directions,  and  from  its 
topography  and  growth  is  logically  and  naturally  so. 

The  Company  further  contended  that  the  road  now  operated  through  McKeesport 
was  built  through  a sparsely  settled  territory,  a condition  that  still  exists,  that 
another  electric  railway  running  through  nearly  the  same  territory  was  a failure 
through  lack  of  patronage  and  was  abandoned  in  1900,  that  another  railway  reaching 
out  into  the  same  district  has  always  been  operated  at  a loss,  and  that  the  travel 
on  the  present  line  from  McKeesport  through  East  McKeesport  to  Wilmerding 
is  not  sufficient  to  pay  the  operating  expenses  and  interest  charges. 

The  Respondent’s  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant  for  comment,  but 
the  Complainant  failed  to  respond  thereto  or  in  any  other  manner  prosecute  fur- 
ther his  complaint,  whereupon  the  case  was  ordered  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  933. 


H.  O.  HOFFMAN 
vs. 

LATROBE  STREET  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY. 


r 

j 


Overcrowded  coudition  of  cars 
leaving  Latrobe  for  Ligonier  at 
10  o’clock  P.  M.,  Saturday. 


Filed  September  17,  1912. — Closed  May  31,  1913. 


Complainant  alleged  overcrowded  condition  of  cars  leaving  Latrobe  for  Ligonier 
on  Saturday  evenings  and  that  at  such  times  passengers  were  carried  on  the  front 
platforms  in  violation  of  the  order  of  the  Commission.  The  Respondent,  in  answer, 
contended  that  it  used  every  effort  to  provide  sufficient  cars  to  accommodate  the 
traffic,  but  the  Saturday  evening  rush  was  difficult  to  estimate.  It  averred,  how- 
ever, that  explicit  instructions  had  been  issued  prohibiting  the  carriage  of  passen- 
gers on  front  platforms. 

The  Commission  concluded  that  Respondent’s  answer  satisfactorily  covered  the 
cause  of  complaint  and  directed,  therefore,  that  the  case  he  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  844. 


CHARLES  DOUGHERTY 
vs. 

WEST  PENN  RAILWAYS  COMPANY. 


} 


Excessive  steep  grade  on  the  Bryn 
Mawr  Branch. 


Piled  April  1,  1912.— Closed  June  5,  1913. 


The  complaint  of  Charles  Dougherty,  of  McKeesport,  alleging  dangerous  grades, 
curves  and  trestles  on  the  Bryn  Mawr  Branch  of  the  West  Penn  Railways,  was 
investigated  by  representatives  of  the  Commission  on  May  22,  1913.  They  found 
that  the  Branch  in  question  was  3.1  mUes  in  length,  with  a twenty  minute  schedule 
each  way,  and,  although  it  was  not  necessary  to  maintain  an  excessive  speed 
to  conform  to  this  schedule,  the  trestles,  curves  and  grades  were  so  located  that 
the  utmost  care  should  be  exercised  to  avert  accidents  of  a serious  character. 

It  was  recommended  that  the  hand  and  automatic  brakes  with  which  the  cars 
were  equipped,  should  always  be  in  good  condition,  and  that  the  conductors  and 
motormen  be  impressed  with  the  responsibility  of  their  respective  positions  in 
transporting  the  passengers  consigned  to  their  care.  It  was  further  recommended 
that  the  cars  he  brought  to  a full  stop  at  certain  points  while  approaching  the 
curves,  and  also  should  move  cautiously  in  approaching  the  trestles. 

The  Respondent  advised  the  Commission  that  the  foregoing  recommendations 
would  he  complied  with  promptly  and  in  every  particular. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  909. 


CENTRAL  TRADES  & LABOR  COUNCIL 


vs. 

DUBOIS  TRACTION  COMPANY. 
UNITED  TRACTION  COMPANY. 


Excessive  rate  of  fare,  DuBois 
to  Eriton.  Lack  of  shelter  facili- 
ties at  intersection  of  Respond- 
ent’s lines. 


Filed  August  14,  1912.— Dismissed  June  6,  1913. 


Complainant  represented  miners  living  in  the  Borough  of  DuBois  and  employed 
in  Eriton,  a mining  town  located  three  miles  from  DuBois  on  the  line  of  the 
United  Traction  Street  Railway  Company.  It  was  alleged  that  the  fare  charged 
from  DuBois  to  Eriton  was  excessive,  and  that  the  cars  were  overcrowded  on  the 
morning  and  evening  trips. 

I'he  Commission  made  an  inspection  of  the  situation,  and  held  a hearing  in  Du- 
Bois, at  which  time  representatives  of  all  parties  in  interest  were  present  and 
offered  testimony. 

After  careful  consideration  the  Commission  rendered  the  following  Opinion: 


OPINION . 

In  the  testimony  offered  at  the  hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Cen- 
tral Trades  and  Labor  Council  vs.  DtiBois  Traction  Company  and 
United  Traction  Company,  it  is  shown  that  the  trolley  road  from  DuBois 
to  a place  known  as  the  Buffalo  and  Susquehanna  Crossing  is  owned 
by  the  DuBois  Traction  Company,  and  the  continuation  of  the  road 
from  said  Buffalo  and  Susquehanna  Crossing  to  Eriton  is  owned  by 
the  United  Traction  Company.  Both  of  these  companies  are  controlled  by 
the  same  officials  and  are  subsidary  companies  of  the  DuBois  Electric  and 
Traction  Company.  It  is  also  shown  that  the  DuBois  Traction  Com- 
pany operates  cars  over  its  own  tracks  from  DuBois  to  the  Buffalo  and 
Susquehanna  Crossing,  and  that  the  United  Traction  Company  operates 
its  own  cars  all  the  way  from  DuBois  to  Eriton  over  the  roads  owned 
by  both  companies,  having  trackage  rights  over  the  line  of  the  DuBois 
Traction  Company  from  DuBois  to  the  Buffalo  and  Susquehanna  Cross- 
ing. 

There  is  but  one  fare  zone  on  each  of  these  roads  and  the  regular 
fare  for  each  zone  one  way,  going  or  returning,  is  five  cents:  but  by 
buying  a book  containing  fifty  fares  for  one  dollar  and  fifty  cents,  the 
passenger  can  ride  from  DuBois  to  the  Buffalo  and  Susquehanna  Cross- 
ing or  in  the  opposite  direction  on  the  cars  of  the  DuBois  Traction 
Company  for  three  cents  a trip ; and  by  purchasing  a book  containing 
thirteen  fares  for  two  dollars,  he  can  ride  on  th  ecars  operated  by 
the  United  Traction  Company  between  DuBois  and  Eriton  for  a trifle 
over  seven  and  a half  cents  each  way.  Complainants,  however,  are 
asking  for  a special  rate,  that  is  only  one-half  the  regular  five  cent  fare 
on  each  zone  between  these  respective  stations.  They  wish  to  ride 
from  DuBois  to  the  Buffalo  and  Susquehanna  Crossing  and  return  for 
five  cents,  or  for  a fare  of  two  and  a half  cents  each  way,  and  from 
DuBois  to  Eriton  and  return  for  ten  cents,  or  a fare  of  five  cents 
each  way. 

The  United  Traction  Company  must  pay  the  DuBois  Traction  Com- 
pany for  trackage  rights  between  DuBois  and  the  Buffalo  and  Susque- 
hanna Crossing,  fifty  per  cent.  (50%)  of  the  cash  fare  or  fifty  per  cent 
f50%)  of  the  cash  valuation  of  any  ticket  collected  from  each  passen- 
ger carried  between  those  points,  and,  therefore,  to  make  a rate  as 
low  as  the  Complainants  desire,  would  compel  the  United  Traction 
Company  to  haul  its  passengers  between  DuBois  and  the  said  Crossing 
for  one  cent  and  a quarter  per  head,  a rate  so  extremel.v  low  that  it 
would  prove  ruinous  to  any  road  should  it  be  required  to  operate  its 
cars  upon  such  a meagre  revenue. 

The  request  for  this  special  reduction  in  rates  was  taken  up  directly 
with  Respondent  by  Complainants  sometime  ago  and  refused  on  the 
ground  that  the  earnings  of  the  road,  or  roads,  would  not  permit  the 
management  to  meet  such  a demand.  As  the  difference  betw’een  the 
fare  asked  for  by  the  Complainants  and  the  fare  now'  charged  when  a 
book  is  purchased  is  almost  a negligible  sum.  amounting  to  one-half 
cent  more  each  wmy  between  DuBois  and  the  Buffalo  and  Susquehanna 
Crossing  on  the  cars  operated  by  the  DuBois  Traction  Company,  and 
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a trifle  over  one  and  one-fourth  cents  more  for  each  of  the  two  zones 
between  DuBois  and  Eriton  on  the  cars  of  the  United  Traction  Com- 
pany, the  Commission,  in  view  of  the  inadequate  earnings  of  the 
Respondent,  to  meet  any  further  reduction  in  the  rates  of  fare,  and  the 
fact  not  controverted  that  the  DuBois  Traction  Company  has  never 
been  able  to  declare  any  dividend  and  the  United  Traction  Company 
but  one  dividend  of  five  per  cent.  (5%)  in  the  past  seven  years,  does 
not  feel  warranted  to  disturb  the  rates  of  fare  now  established  on  the 
respective  lines  of  Respondent.  Furthermore,  the  length  of  the  fare 
zones  on  these  roads  and  the  fare  charged  upon  each  zone  compare  quite 
favorably  with  such  divisions,  rates  and  rate  regulations  in  suburban 
traffic  as  found  elsewhere  throughout  the  State. 

The  crowded  condition  of  the  cars  carrying  the  men  to  and  from  their 
work  in  the  morning  and  evening  preferred  by  Complainants  was  not 
admitted  by  Respondent.  The  daily  reports  of  the  conductors  on 
these  cars,  showing  the  number  of  passengers  c.arried  on  a car  on  each 
trip,  which  have  been  furnished  to  the  Commission  do  not  indicate 
that  the  number  carried  in  excess  of  the  seating  capacity  of  the  cars 
would  warrant  the  installation  of  additional  car  service  .at  those  particu- 
lar periods  of  the  day,  more  espiecially  as  it  is  only  a comparatively  short 
run  from  any  given  point  on  these  lines  to  the  mines,  where  the  greater 
number  of  the  men  riding  on  the  extra  cars  are  employed.  The  case 
mtist,  therefore,  be  dismissed  without  recommendation. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  975. 

C.  H.  PALMER  f 

vs.  In  re  rate  on  coal  from  Moosic  to 

WIIAvES-BARRE  AND  EASTERN  RAIL-  ^ Stroudsburg. 

ROAD  COMPANY. 

J 

Piled  November  19,  1912. — Closed  .June  17,  1913. 

The  Complainant  alleged  that  the  rate  on  coal  charged  by  the  Respondent  Com- 
pany between  Moosic  and  Stroudsburg  was  excessive. 

The  Respondent,  in  its  answer,  evaded  the  direct  issue,  but  quoted  rates  to  other 
points  which  they  stated,  by  comparison  with  the  rate  from  Moosic  to  Stroudsburg, 
would  prove  that  the  latter  was  not  excessive,  but  these  other  rates  were  for 
inter-state  shipment,  and  could  not  be  considered. 

The  Respondent  was  requested  to  advise  definitely  on  the  point  at  issue,  which  it 
f.ailed  to  do  promptly.  Sub.sequently  however,  it  filed  a a copy  of  a tariff  showing 
the  current  rates  on  anthracite  coal  between  the  points  involved,  but  as  the 
Complainant  had  retired  from  the  coal  business  since  the  inception  of  the  complaint, 
the  case  was  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1004. 


LANGHORNE  BOARD  OF  TRADE 
vs. 


1 


BUCKS  COUNTY  ELECTRIC  RAILWAY  ' 
COMPANY. 

J 


Unsatisfactory  schedule  between 
Langhorne  and  Langhorne  Sta- 
tion for  connection  with  Phila- 
delphia and  Reading  Railway 
trains. 


Filed  January  9,  1913. — Closed  June  17,  1913. 

Complainants  averred  that  an  unsatisfactory  schedule  is  maintained  between 
Langhorne  and  Langhorne  Station  by  the  Respondent  Company  for  connection  with 
the  Phiiadelphia  & Reading  Railway  trains  to  Philadelphia. 
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The  Respondent  Company,  in  answer,  advised  the  Commission  tl^at  owing  to 
two  or  three  changes  made  by  the  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway  Company  it 
was  impossible  for  it  to  meet  all  of  the  trains  in  accordance  with  the  hourly  sched- 
ule which  it  maintained,  due  to  the  fact  that  the  line  which  it  operates  is  a single 
track  line,  and  that  other  cars  might  be  held  up  on  a siding. 

The  Commission  made  the  suggestion  to  the  Respondent  Company  that  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  car  due  at  Langhorne  at  11:20  P.  M.  was  the  last  operated 
during  the  day  it  might  be  well  for  it  to  hold  same  until  the  arrival  of  the  Philadel- 
phia & Reading  train — sis  minutes  later. 

The.  Respondent  advised  that  with  the  approach  of  warmer  weather  and  in  defer- 
ence to  the  people  of  Langhorne,  there  would  be  reinstalled  a southbound  car 
leaving  Langhorne  at  9:05  P.  M.  returning  ,it  10:15  P.  M. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  sent  to  Complainants  and  nothing  further  being  heard 
from  it,  the  Commission  assumed  that  the  complaint  was  satisfactorily  adjusted 
and  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1028. 

BEAVER  COUNTY  STREET  CAR 
SERVICE  COMMISSION 
vs. 

BEAVER  VALLEY  TRACTION 
COMPANY. 

Filed  February  10,  1913. — Closed  .lune  17,  1913. 

On  May  22nd,  1913,  representatives  of  the  Commission  investigated  the  equip- 
ment of  and  the  service  furnished  by  the  Beaver  Valley  Traction  Company,  as  in- 
volved in  the  complaint  filed  by  the  Beaver  County  Street  Car  Service  Commission. 

The  principal  feature  of  the  complainr  was  against  the  type  and  condition  of 
cars  numbered  101  to  110  inclusive,  operated  between  Beaver  and  Leetsdale.  It 
was  recommended  that  these  cars  be  replaced  by  new  ears  of  the  No.  123  type, 
and  that  cars  numbered  117  to  122,  inclusive,  be  overhauled,  so  that  they  would 
meet  the  reasonable  demands  of  the  traveling  public.  It  was  further  recommended 
that  the  interior  of  the  cars  be  swept  and  dusted  daily,  and  that  a shelter  station 
should  be  provided  between  Baden  and  Economy,  at  a point  to  be  agreed  upon 
by  the  Complainants  and  Respondent,  and  that  a similar  structure  should  be  pro- 
vided at  Vanport, — the  location  of  the  same  to  be  determined  in  like  manner. 
The  foregoing  recommendations  were  submitted  to  the  Respondent  and  it  signified 
its  willingness  to  comply  with  them  without  any  unnecessary  delay. 

The  Commission’s  representatives  reported  that  the  Respondent  should  not  reason- 
ably be  expected  to  maintain  a regular  schedule  so  long  as  its  cars  are  delayed  at 
the  New  York  Street  Railway  crossing  in  Rochester,  nor  should  it  be  held  account- 
able for  the  inconvenience  occasioned  by  the  inadequate  drainage  system  at  many 
places  along  the  route,  which  is  frequently  responsible  for  the  damage  to  the  car 
equipment.  No  substantial  reasons  wore  found  for  recommending  better  service 
between  Rochester  and  Freedom,  and  between  Beaver  and  Vanport. 

This  case  thus  being  satisfactorily  adjusted,  was  marked  closed. 


>- Inadequate  service  and  equipment. 

J 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1047. 

MRS.  GRACE  ZUCH  ^ 

> Alleged  inadequate  delivery  service 
ADAMS  EXPRESS  COMPANY.  J 

Filed  April  4,  1913.— Closed  June  17,  1913. 

Compl.a inant  averred  that  Respondent  Company  failed  to  make  proper  delivery  to 
her  house  of  baskets  containing  bread  and  laundry,  whereas  it  makes  direct  delivery 
to  other  houses  in  the  same  neighborhood. 

The  respondent  advised  the  Commission  that  owing  to  the  impassable  condition  of 
the  roads  between  the  main  road  and  the  residence  of  the  Complainant,  it  was  im- 
possible to  make  delivery  as  required  at  that  time,  but  that  the  roads  were  now 
in  better  condition  and  delivery  and  pick-up  service  was  being  accorded  the  com- 
plainant. 

Copy  of  this  .answer  was  sent  to  Compl.ainant,  and  as  no  further  comments  were 
received  the  case  was  marked  closed 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1051. 

G.  F.  YOUNG 

vs.  Alleged  insanitary  cars  operated  be- 

PHILADELPIIIA  RAPID  TRANSIT  f tween  Darby  and  Media. 

COMPANY. 

Filed  April  8,  1913. — Closed  June  17,  1913. 

Tbe  Complainant  alleged  that  the  cars  operated  by  the  Respondent  between  Darby 
and  Media  were  insanitary  and  the  Respondent,  in  its  answer,  advised  the  Commis- 
sion that  the  cars  complained  of,  being  closed  cars,  had  been  taken  out  of  service  and 
were  being  overhauled,  repaired  and  cleaned.  The  complaint  having  been  adjusted 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Complainant,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1059. 

S.  K.  RANK  ^ 

vs . I Alleged  inadequate  passenger  sta- 

CHERRY  TREE  AND  DIXONVILLE  I tion  facilities. 

RAILROAD  COMPANY.  j 

Piled  April  30,  1913. — Closed  .Tune  17,  1913. 

The  Complaint  alleged  that  the  station  facilities  at  Clymer  were  inadequate, 
and  that  the  large  and  increasing  passenger  traffic  at  that  point  demanded  improved 
conditions. 

After  the  receipt  of  a copy  of  the  complaint  the  Respondent  advised  that  as  the 
result  of  investigations  of  conditions  at  Clymer  detailed  plans  to  improve  facilities 
were  being  prepared , and  work  will  be  proescuted  with  promptness . 

The  Commission,  assuming  that  the  completion  of  these  improvements  will  satis- 
factorily cover  the  cause  of  the  complaint,  directed  that  it  be  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1060. 


P.  A.  HERMAN 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


I Alleged  excessive  rate  on  coppered 
I wire. 


Filed  May  1,  1913.— Closed  June  17,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  on  three  different  shipments  of  the  same  kind  of 
wire  different  rates  were  charged. 

The  Respondent  stated  that  the  different  rates  were  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
shipments  had  been  improperly  bUled  by  shippers  and  were  rated  according  to  bill- 
ing directions,  with  the  exception  of  the  last  shipment,  on  which  an  unauthorized 
rate  had  been  assessed  and  that  a refund  would  be  made  upon  presentation  of  the 
paid  freight  bUl.  The  Commission  approved  the  course  suggested  and  the  case  was 
marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO  1065. 


I.  S.  VAN  LOAN  COMPANY 

vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  AND  READING  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 


1 

Alleged  improper  classification  of 
second-hand  railway  motors. 


Filed  May  8,  1913. — Closed  June  17,  1913. 


The  Complainant  submitted  a bill  of  lading  covering  a consignment  of  railway 
motors  between  Newtown  and  Reading,  the  charges  on  which,  it  asserted,  were  ex- 
cessive as  the  classification  of  this  shiijment  was  too  high,  alleging  that  it  should 
have  been  billed  as  second-hand  or  used  material,  whereas  it  was  classified  and  took 
the  rate  of  new  equipment. 

The  Complainant  was  advised  that  the  Official  Classification  contains  nothing  to 
indicate  that  there  is  any  lower  rate  or  classification  on  second-hand  motors  than 
on  new  ones,  and  the  shipment  could  not  be  embraced  as  scrap,  as  the  classifica- 
tion contains  a special  provision  that  scrap  is  only  such  material  “which  has  value 
for  remelting  purposes  only.” 

Nothing  further  having  been  received  from  the  complainant,  the  case  was  marked 
ck'Sed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  786. 


FRANK  H.  COLLADAY 


vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  RAPID  TRANSIT  COM- 
PANY. 


SOUTHERN  PENNSYLVANIA  TRAC- 
TION COMPANY. 


Inadequate  facilities  for  transfer- 
ring passengers  at  Angora. 


Piled  January  4,  1912. — Closed  June  17,  1913. 

Complaint  was  made  against  the  condition  of  the  roadway  at  'the  transfer  point 
of  the  Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Company  and  the  Southern  Pennsylv.ania  Trac- 
tion Company  at  Angora,  alleging  the  extreme  depth  of  mud  in  wet  weather  and 
dust  in  dry  weather. 
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Both  Respondents,  in  answer,  admitted  the  condition  as  alleged. 

After  considerable  correspodence  between  the  parties,  involving  various  sug- 
gestions to  remedy  the  condition  complained  of,  the  Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit 
Company  constructed  a loop  at  the  Western  end  of  its  line  at  Cobb’s  Creek,  so 
that  its  cars  would  approach  within  fifteen  or  twenty  feet  of  the  cars  of  the 
Southern  Pennsylvania  Traction  Company,  and  agreed  to  keep  clean  a place  of 
lauding  for  a distance  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  feet,  with  the  suggestion  that 
the  Southern  Pennsylvania  Traction  Company  do  the  same  at  its  terminus. 

As  this  arrangement  seemed  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  Complainant,  the  case 
was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1071. 


JAMES  J.  ALLEN 
vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  RAPID  TRANSIT 
COMPANY. 


Alleging  cars  from  Fort  Washing- 
ton do  not  make  close  connection 
with  cars  of  Respondent  Com- 
pany at  Chestnut  Hill  Terminal. 


Filed  May  23,  1913.— Closed  .Tune  11,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  cars  on  the  trolley  line  from  Allentown  to  Philadel- 
phia did  not  make  connection  with  the  cars  of  the  Respondent  at  the  terminus  at 
Chestnut  Hill . j 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  stated  that  explicit  orders  had  been  issued  requiring 
the  crews  of  their  cars  from  Chestnut  Hill  to  wait  for  in-bound  Allentown  cars, 
should  they  be  approaching  the  terminus  when  the  cars  of  the  Respondent  were 
due  to  leave. 

The  cause  for  complaint  having  been  thus  removed,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  814. 


GEORGE  H.  MELL 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


! In  re  Station  facilities  at  Empo- 
J~ rium  Junction. 


Filed  February  9,  1912. — Closed  June  18,  1913. 

Complainant  alleged  that  station  facilities  at  Emporium  Junction  were  inadequate, 
and  did  not  accommodate  the  traveling  public. 

Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  the  Commission  that  the  station  at  Emporium 
Junction  was  nine-tenths  of  a mile  east  of  the  town  of  Emporium ; that  the  same 
was  a junction  point  on  the  Buffalo  Division  and  Erie  Division  of  Respondent 
Company’s  Roads ; that  it  had  under  consideration  the  consolidation  of  these  two 
stations,  and  that  the  plan  met  with  considerable  opposition,  owing  to  the  fact 
that  it  meant  the  abolishment  of  the  Emporium  station. 

The  Commission  made  an  inspection  of  the  conditions  complained  of,  and  after  a 
conference  with  the  Complainant  and  Respondent,  the  Respondent  Company  ad- 
vised the  Commission  that  it  had  appropriated  sufficient  funds  to  build  a new  station 
at  that  point,  and  as  this  covered  the  cause  of  the  complaint,  the  same  was  dis- 
missed. 

The  Commission  was  later  advised  by  Respondent  that  the  station  building  is 
in  course  of  erection  and  nearing  completion. 


No.  27. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  996. 

WILLIAM  REPP  0 

vs.  L Alleged  inadequate  service. 

SCRANTON  RAILWAY  COMPANY.  J 

Piled  December  28,  1912. — Clo.sed  June  18,  1913. 

Complainant  alleged  that  the  facilities  offered  by  the  Respondent  Company  on 
its  Duryea  line  were  inadequate,  as  the  ears  were  overcrowded  and  that  a poor 
schedule  was  main  tamed. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  averred  that  it  maintained  a proper  schedule  and  that 
additional  cars  were  put  on  to  cover  the  crowded  condition  complained  of,  but  that 
owing  to  the  numerous  cave-ins  of  the  sewer  trench  adjacent  to  the  track,  it  was 
compelled  to  transfer  passengers  at  different  points  until  said  sewer  could  be  re- 
paired. The  Respondent  also  filed  a schedule  showing  its  different  lines,  fare  zones 
and  the  distances  of  each  line. 

The  Commission  directed  the  Complainant  to  confer  with  the  Respondent  Com- 
pany, and  to  report  result  of  such  conference.  As  he  failed  to  advise  the  Com- 
mission of  the  result  of  the  same,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1005. 


B.  FRANK  SLEMMBR 

vs. 

THE  BELL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OF 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


Refusal 
^ phone 


rate. 


to  renew  contract  for  tele- 
service except  at  increased 


Filed  January  11,  1913.— Closed  June  18,  1913. 


Complainant  averred  that  the  Respondent  Company  refused  to  renew  contract  for 
telephone  service  except  at  increased  rates,  the  substance  of  the  contract  being  that 
the  Telephone  Company  had  served  him  with  four  hundred  outgoing  calls,  two 
party  line,  at  a cost  of  $2.75  per  month. 

The  Complainant  advised  the  Commission  before  answer  was  filed  by  the  Re- 
spondent that  the  matter  complained  of  was  in  the  process  of  adjustment,  and  as 
the  Commission  heard  nothing  further  regarding  the  same  it  directed  the  case  to  be 
closed . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1020. 

M.  LANZ  AND  SONS  ^ 

I Rate  on  brick  from  South  Side, 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY  . J to  South  Duquesne. 

Filed  January  28,  1913.— Closed  June  18,  1913. 

The  Complainants  alleged  that  the  rate  afforded  them  by  the  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
road Company  on  brick  between  South  Side,  Pittsburgh,  and  South  Duquesne, 
was  excessive  and  discriminatory  when  compared  with  the  rates  on  steel  products 
b(  tween  the  same  points ; and  that  the  rate  on  common  brick  had  been  increased  from 


76 


ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


OfE.  Doc. 


forty  to  forty -five  cents  per  ton,  and  tiiat  this  was  harmful  to  the  business  interests 
of  the  Complainant,  it  having  entered  into  a contract  basing  the  price  for  delivering 
brick  on  the  forty  cent  rate  then  in  existence. 

The  Respondent,  in  its  answer,  asserted  that  the  rate  on  common  brick  had  been 
advanced  from  forty  to  forty-five  cents  but  the  rate  on  fire  brick  was  lowered  from 
fifty  to  forty-five  cents,  thus  placing  all  brick  on  the  same  basis  between  the  points 
in  question,  which  they  considered  a proper  basis,  and  that  a comparison  could 
not  be  made  between  the  rates  on  steel  products  as  the  latter  rates  were  for  inter- 
raill  shipment  and,  therefore,  in  no  way  competitive. 

A copy  of  the  answer  and  of  a later  communication  from  the  Respondent  were 
sent  to  Complainant  but  no  subsequent  communication  having  been  received  from 
them,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1022. 

BILLINGS  AND  KELDER 
vs. 

LEHIGH  VALLEY  RAIROAD  COMPANY, 

DELAWARE,  LACKAWANNA  & WEST- 
ERN RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

Piled  January  29,  1913. — Closed  June  18,  1913. 

Complainants  averred  that  the  rate  on  hay  from  New  Albany  to  Kingston  and 
Plymouth,  via  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  and  Delaware,  Lackawanna  and  Western 
Railroad,  was  fourteen  cents  per  hundred  pounds,  whereas  the  rate  from  New 
Albany  to  L.  & B.  Junction,  also  to  Pittston  and  Wilkes-Barre,  was  nine  cents 
per  hundred  pounds,  via  the  Lehigh  Valley,  and  asked  that  a joint  rate  be  estab- 
lished from  New  Albany  to  Kingston  and  Plymouth. 

The  Respondent  advised  the  Commission  that  it  was  willing  to  establish  a joint 
rate  of  twelve  cents  per  hundred  pounds  to  the  points  named.  Copy  of  this  communi- 
cation was  sent  to  the  Complainants  and  the  case  marked  closed,  as  the  rate  offered 
by  the  Respondent  was  accepted  by  the  Complainants. 


1 Rate  on  hay  from  New  Albany  to 
[ Kingston  and  Plymouth. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1024. 

JAMES  B.  GEISB 
vs. 

JERSEY  SHORE  ELECTRIC  STREET 
RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Filed  January  21,  1913. — Closed  June  18,  1913. 

Complainant  averred  that  the  service  offered  by  the  Respondent  Company  on 
Sunday  mornings  was  unsatisfactory,  inasmuch  that  the  cars  were  overcrowded  on 
the  six  o’clock  trip  out  of  Avis,  the  Respondent  operating  only  one  car  instead  of 
two  cars,  as  on  weekdays. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  the  Commission  that  its  line  runs  from 
Locust  and  Main  Streets,  Jersey  Shore,  to  the  shops  of  the  New  York  Central 
& Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  at  Avis,  a distance  of  five  miles;  that  on 
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the  morning  complained  of  the  rush  was  due  to  shop  construction  by  the  Railroad 
Company  at  Avis,  which  necessitated  a large  number  of  men,  of  which  the  Re- 
spondent Company  had  no  notice,  and  'which  condition  will  not  exist  in  the  future. 

Copy  of  answer  of  Respondent  was  sent  to  the  Complainant  who  advised  the 
Commission  that  as  he  had  moved  and  was  no  longer  affected  by  the  situation 
he  would  not  further  prosecute  the  complaint,  and  the  same  was,  therefore,  marked 
closed . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1040. 

RESIDENTS  OF  GARDEAU  ^ 

vs.  ^AUeged  inadequate  train  service. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  j 

Filed  March  10,  1913. — Closed  June  18,  1913. 

A petition  was  filed  by  the  residents  of  Gardeau  against  the  Respondent  Company 
discontinuing  the  stopping  of  its  trains  Nos.  41,  42,  43  and  44  at  its  station  at  Gar- 
dcau,  alleging  that  the  petitioners  were  put  to  great  inconvenience  by  said  action  of 
the  Respondent  Company. 

The  Respondent  Company,  in  answer,  advised  that  the  flag  stop  at  Gardeau  was 
discontinued  for  the  reason  that  the  station  is  located  on  a very  heavy  grade  and  the 
travel  to  and  from  that  point  is  very  light ; that  all  the  trains  mentioned  in  the 
complaint  stop  at  Sizerville,  2.2  miles  from  Gardeau. 

As  the  Complainants  failed  to  further  prosecute  the  complaint,  it  was  closed 
for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1041. 

EDWARD  HUMMEL 
vs. 

PHl.ADELPHIA  & READING  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

Piled  March  11,  1913. — Closed  June  18,  1913. 

The  Complainant,  representing  sixty  coal  miners  residing  at  or  near  Rock  Station 
along  the  Schuylkill  and  Susquehanna  Branch  of  the  Reading  Railway,  averred 
that  in  the  morning  a loc.al  train  carried  the  miners  to  Pine  Grove,  a distance 
of  six  miles,  to  take  the  regular  miners'  train  with  a layover  of  fifteen  minutes; 
that  in  the  evening  the  Complainants  are  compelled  to  wait  at  Pine  Grove  thirty- 
four  minutes  in  their  wet  clothes  awaiting  connection  with  the  regular  passenger 
train  running  between  Harrisburg  and  Auburn;  that  they  desire  accommodations 
to  be  so  arranged  that  they  may  get  to  their  homes  without  delay  on  the  same  train 
without  interfering  with  any  connections  the  train  may  have. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  the  Commission  that  the  number  of  persons 
carried  on  train  No.  31  was  thirty-nine,  and  on  train  No.  12,  thirty  persons. 
These  persons  travel  on  miners’  tickets  in  which  there  is  absolutely  no  profit  to  the 
Company  owing  to  the  low  rate,  and  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  change  the 
schedule  without  great  inconvenience  to  other  travelers,  and  interference  with  the 
running  of  other  trains. 

Copy  of  this  answer  was  sent  to  Complainants,  and  as  they  failed  to  file  com- 
ment on  the  same,  the  same  was  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1042. 

J.  G.  ECKERT  0 

vs.  V Alleged  inefficient  service. 

LEHIGH  TRACTION  COMPANY.  j 

Filed  March  19,  1913. — Dismissed  June  18,  1913. 

The  complaint,  alleging  inadequate  service  from  Hazleton  to  Freeland,  Latimer 
Mines  and  McAdoo  and  return,  citing  a particular  instance  vphen  cars  were  over- 
crowded on  March  17th,  1913,  was  sent  to  the  Respondent,  which,  in  answer, 
advised  that  the  statements  of  the  Complainant  regarding  the  crowded  condition  of 
the  cars  on  March  17th  was  correct,  but  that  this  was  an  extraordinary  occasion, 
there  being  a celebration  at  Freeland,  and  consequently  the  crowds  greatly  over- 
taxed the  capacity  of  the  Respondent’s  cars  at  certain  hours.  The  Complainant’s 
further  allegation  regarding  the  segregation  of  miners  and  other  workmen  on  the 
cars  of  the  Respondent,  was  an.swered  by  the  latter  that  it  could  not  control  the 
situation  in  all  instances,  but  that  insofar  as  its  crews  could,  these  workingmen, 
whose  clothes  soiled  the  seats  of  the  cars,  were  requested  to  ride  in  the  smoking 
compartment. 

An  inspection  was  made  of  the  situation  and  a hearing  held  in  Hazleton,  after 
which  the  Commission,  in  its  opinion,  decided  that  under  the  circumstances  now 
existing,  as  detailed  by  Respondent,  and  substantially  admitted  by  the  Complam- 
ont,  the  Commission  must  dismiss  the  complaint  without  recommendation. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1049. 

JOHN  H.  HUNT,  JR.,  ^ 

vs.  I In  re  service  between  Wilkes-Barre 

IJ'iHIGH  VALLEY  RAILROAD  [ and  Philadelphia. 

COMPANY.  J 

Filed  April  8,  1913.— Closed  June  18,  1913. 

The  Complainant  alleged  that  on  April  5th,  Lehigh  Valley  train  No.  8 was  late 
on  arriving  at  South  Bethlehem,  and  therefore  he  missed  his  connection  to  Phila- 
delphia on  the  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway,  but  the  passengers  for  New  York 
on  that  train,  however,  were  provided  by  the  Respondent  with  an  extra  train,  so 
that  they  were  not  detained  an  unreasonable  time  at  South  Bethlehem,  whereas  the 
p.assengers  for  Philadelphia  were  compelled  to  wait  until  the  scheduled  time  for 
the  next  train  between  that  point  and  Philadelphia,  on  the  Philadelphia  and  Reading 
Railway. 

The  Respondent,  in  an.swer,  stated  that  the  lateness  of  the  train  was  due  to  the 
fact  that  it  had  been  received  from  the  connecting  road  late  and  had  been  unable  to 
make  up  any  time.  The  train  for  New  York  from  South  Bethlehem,  being  Re- 
spondent's train,  had  been  held  for  New  York  passengers,  but. as  the  transportation 
to  Philadelphia  from  South  Bethlehem  was  over  another  road,  the  Respondent  could 
not  control  that  movement. 

A copy  of  the  answer  was  sent  to  the  Complainant,  and  no  further  communication 
being  received,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1053. 

GEORGE  W.  SCOTT  ^ 

vs.  I Alleged  practice  with  respect  to 

THE  BELL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OF  f toU  calls. 

PENNSYLVANIA.  | 

Filed  April  13,  1913.— Closed  June  18,  1913. 

The  complainant  alleged  that  the  practice  of  the  Respondent  with  regard  to  toll 
calls  from  pay  stations  was  improper  and  cited  a specific  instance  to  substantiate 
his  claim. 

The  Respondent,  however,  advised  that  on  this  particular  instance  the  Complain- 
ant had  been  informed  that  the  operator  could  not  guarantee  the  particular  party 
on  calls  between  Greensburg  and  Irwin,  but  would  connect  him  with  the  party’s 
number,  which  was  done. 

A copy  of  the  answer  was  sent  to  the  Complainant  and  no  further  advice  being 
received  from  him,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1057. 


J.  S.  WOLCOTT 
vs. 

DENT’S  RUN  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


I Alleged  excessive  freight  rate  on 
I merchandise. 


Filed  April  2.5,  1913. — Closed  June  IS,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  the  freight  rates  charged  by  the  respondent  be- 
tween Dent’s  Run  and  WUmere  were  excessive,  and  asked  whether  the  Commission 
would  have  jurisdiction  over  the  matter. 

The  complainant  was  advised  that  upon  receipt  of  a specific  complaint  that  the 
rates  are  unreasonable  and  excessive,  the  Commission  would  be  glad  to  investigate 
the  matter,  but  would  not  express  an  opinion  on  an  ex-parte  statement. 

Nothing  further  having  been  heard  from  the  complainant,  the  case  was  closed 
for  the  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  958. 


G.  SENER  & SONS,  ET  AL. 
vs. 


PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 
PHILADELPHIA  & READING  RAILWAY 


Petition  for  transfer  of  freight  at 
Lancaster. 


COMPANY. 


Filed  October  25,  1912.— Closed  June  IS,  1913. 

The  Complainant  petitioned  the  Commission  to  declare  Lancaster  a freight  trans- 
fer point  for  carload  traffic,  alleging  that  because  of  the  fact  that  it  was  not  a 
transfer  station  great  inconvenience,  annoyance  and  delay  resulted  to  the  detri- 
ment of  their  business. 

Both  Respondents,  in  answer,  averred  that  they  had  in  effect  joint  through  rates 
from  all  points  to  Lancaster  and  that  it  was  not  understood  in  what  particular 
the  Complainants  were  inconvenienced  or  annoyed. 
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The  complaint  was  refeiTcd  to  Commissioner  Brecht  for  investigation,  and  a con- 
ference was  held  with  the  Division  Freight  Agent  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
Company,  who  agreed,  on  behalf  of  his  Company,  to  receive  freight  from  the 
Complainant,  upon  application,  from  non-competitive  points  to  Lancaster,  or 
from  I.ancaster  to  non-competitive  points,  and  carry  the  same  in  carload  lots  for 
the  two  local  rates  charged  for  hauling  and  making  the  transfer  at  Lancaster, 
with  the  understanding  that  the  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company 
coJicurred  in  this  arrangement.  The  Phihidelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company 
accepted  the  agreement  made  by  tlio  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 

As  no  further  advices  were  received  from  the  Complainants,  it  was  assumed  that 
the  plan  worked  to  their  satisfaction,  and  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  953. 


H.  W.  TATE 
vs. 

AMERICAN  EXPRESS  COMPANY. 


Alleged  discriminatory  rate  from 
Curry  Run  to  Philadelphia  as 
^ compared  with  rate  from  Mahaffy 
to  Philadelphia. 


Filed  October  18,  1912.— Closed  May  31,  1913. 


Complainant  alleged  that  on  shipment  of  poultry  fi'om  Curry  Run  to  Philadel- 
phia, Respondent  charged  a rate  of  $1.50  p>er  hundred  pounds,  whereas  there  was 
in  effect  a rate  of  $1.00  per  hundred  pounds  from  Mehaffey  to  Philadelphia,  a 
longer  haul  over  the  same  route.  The  Respondent  advised  that  the  latter  rate 
was  made  necessary  in  order  to  meet  the  competition  of  the  Adams  Express  Com- 
pany who  had  a shorter  line  into  Philadelphia. 

The  Commission  advised  Complainant  that  under  the  Constitution  of  this  State 
and  the  provisions  of  the  statutes  passed  in  pursuance  thereof,  railroad  companies 
are  prohibited  from  charging  more  for  a short  haul  than  for  a long  haul  for  the 
same  commodity  over  the  same  line  in  the  same  direction,  but  that  this  provision 
does  not  apply  to  Express  Companies  ; although  the  Commission  in  its  1912  Annual 
Report  recommended  to  the  Legislature  the  enactment  of  a law  making  this  rule 
applicable  to  Express  Companies  as  well  as  Railroad  Companies. 

The  Commission  used  its  efforts,  however,  to  secure  for  Complainant  a more 
advantageous  rate  and  after  .some  correspondence  the  Express  Company  agreed 
to  issue  a rate  of  $1.25  per  hundred  pounds  applicable  to  the  shipments  in  ques 
tion  With  this  action  the  Commission  directed  that  the  case  be  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  680. 


HENRY  HILEMAN 
vs. 


A 


Rate  on  crushed  limestone  between 


PITTSBURGH,  HARMONY,  BUTLER  > Harmony  Junction  and  Warren- 
AND  NEW  CASTLE  RAILWAY  COM-  dale. 


PANY. 


Piled  December  31,  1912. — Dismissed  June  19,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  a charge  of  eighty-five  cents  on  limestoae  from 
Harmony  .Tunction  to  Warrendale,  a distance  of\leven  miles,  was  excessive. 

The  Repondent,  in  answer,  admitted  the  allegations,  but  averred  that  the 
charge  included  the  cost  of  unloading  the  material  from  the  cars  of  the  Balti- 
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more  & Ohio  Railroad  Company  at  Harmony  Junction  and  reloading  it  upon  the 
car.s  of  the  Respondent  Company,  and  that  the  rate  charged  was  the  established 
uniform  rate  for  the  character  of  service  involved  between  the  points  in  question. 

A hearing  was  held  and  testimony  taken,  and  at  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing 
the  Commission  suggested  that  an  effort  be  made  to  amicably  adjust  the  differ- 
ence existing  between  the  parties. 

After  a lapse  of  several  months,  no  advices  were  received  from  the  parties,  the 
ease  was  marked  closed,  upon  the  assumption  that  an  amicable  adjustment  had 
been  reached. 

Subsequently,  under  date  of  March  19,  1913,  the  Complainant  alleging  that  he 
had  depended  upon  his  counsel  to  advise  the  Commission,  and  he  not  being  well 
versed  in  legal  matters,  labored  undei’  a misapprehension  as  to  his  duties  in  the 
premises  petitioned  the  Commission  to  reopen  the  case. 

His  prayer  was  granted  by  the  Commission. 

A further  hearing  was  held,  and  after  a full  consideration  of  all  the  facts  before 
it  the  Commission  rendered  the  following 


OPINION. 

The  basis  of  this  complaint  is  the  allegation  of  discrimination  in 
rates  upon  the  material  transported  for  the  Complainant,  and,  upon 
consideration  of  the  matter  in  the  light  of  the  testimony  adduced  in  the 
case,  the  Commission  does  not  regard  the  Complaint  as  established. 

It  appears  that  the  material  transported  for  the  Complainant  was 
a different  character  and  class,  was  transported  at  longer  distance  and 
the  transportation  occurred  in  a different  year  from  thecase  with  which 
Complainant  makes  comparison,  under  different  conditions  and  circum- 
stances, and,  moreover,  the  transportation  of  the  material  for  the  Com- 
plainant was  made  under  specific  contract  entered  into  by  the  Com- 
plainant with  the  Superintendent  of  the  Respondent  Company,  and  it 
was  only  afterwards,  when  the  Complainant  found  that  other  material 
at  a different  time  and  for  a different  distance  was  carried  by  the  Re- 
spondent for  another  patron  .at  different  rates,  that  the  Complainant 
conceived  the  idea  of  making  the  claim  of  discrimination  and  asked  for 
reparation . 

It  is  difficult  to  see  how  anybody  can  be  justified  in  upholding  a claim 
under  these  circumstances,  for  no  just  or  proper  comparison  can  be  made 
between  rates  in  effect  at  one  period  and  those  in  effect  at  a distant 
period,  and  between  rates  on  articles  different  in  their  character. 

The  complaint  is,  therefore,  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1074. 


S.  D.  BLATNEY 
vs. 

UNITED  STATES  EXPRESS 
COAIPANT. 


I Alleged  delay  in  handling  ship- 
V ments  of  perishable  express  mat- 
I ter. 


Filed  May  -31,  1913. — Closed  June  19,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  at  one  o’clock  P.  M.,  May  29,  1913,  he  delivered  to- 
the  agent  of  the  Respondent  at  Crothers  for  shipment  to  Pittsburgh  and  Washington, 
two  coops  of  chickens  and  six  firkins  of  butter,  with  the  request  that  they  be  shipped 
upon  the  train  leaving  Crothers  at  2.09  o’clock  P.  M,  At  9.10  o’clock  P.  M.  of  the 
same  day,  he  found  that  the  shipment  had  not  moved  from  the  express  office. 

The  Complainant  was  advised  that  the  Commission  had  no  jurisdiction  in  the 
matter  of  the  adjudication  of  claims  for  delay  of  shipments. 
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A copy  of  the  complaint  was  forwarded  to  the  Respondent,  which,  in  answer, 
admitted  that  principally  on  account  of  the  size  of  the  town  that  shipment  in 
question  was  not  handled  with  proper  dispatch,  and  that  negotiations  had  been 
entered  into  with  a view  to  making  an  adequate  refund  for  the  loss  sustained  by 
the  Complainant. 

The  case  wa.s  accordingly  mai-ked  closed . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1044. 


n,  G.  POLHEMUS,  JR.,  ^ 

.pg  ! In  re  turning  seats  in  passenger 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  j 

Filed  March  24,  1913.— Closed  June  28,  1913. 

The  Complainant  alleged  he  was  put  to  great  inconvenience  in  boarding  a train 
of  the  Respondent  in  company  with  his  wife  and  two  children  for  all  of  whom  he 
had  purchased  transportation,  inasmuch  as  the  conductor  of  the  Respondent  con- 
tending, notwithstanding  tickets  wore  furnished  for  transportation  for  each  member 
of  the  family,  that  he  did  not  have  a right  to  turn  over  the  seat  in  order  that  the 
family  might  enjoy  the  personal  comfort  by  using  seats  that  faced  each  other. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  that  the  instructions  to  conductors  regarding 
the  turning  of  seats  are  as  follows: 


After  all  passengers  have  been  provided  with  seats,  passenger  con- 
seats^"  e.vercise  their  judgment  in  the  permitting  of  the  turning  of 

A copy  of  this  regulation  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant,  and  as  he  failed  to 
comment  on  the  same,  the  ease  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  935. 


D.  M.  YERKES 
vs. 

THE  BELL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OP 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


In  re  rate  for  Telephone  service  in 
Borough  of  Milbourne. 


Filed  October  2,  1912.— Closed  July  18,  1913. 


The  Complainant  resides  in  the  Borough  of  Milbourne,  immediately  adjacent  to 
the  City  of  Philadelphia,  and  his  complaint  is  against  the  toll  charges  to  and  from 
his  residence  and  local  boroughs  in  that  vicinity 
After  a copy  of  the  answer  had  been  sent  to  the  Complainant,  he  requested 
that  he  be  advised  of  the  next  meeting  of  the  Commission  in  Philadelphia,  when 
he  would  like  to  appear  before  it  in  connection  with  his  complaint. 

Mr.  Yerkes  was  so  advised,  but  he  failed  to  meet  the  Commission,  and  as  the 
complaint  as  originally  made  had  been  disposed  of  by  the  Commission,  the  case 
was  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  LOCKET  NO.  1016. 


A.  G.  SCATTERGOOD 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY, 
ET  AL. 


1 Through  checking  of  baggage  from 
^ Respondent’s  line  to  other  lines. 


Piled  January  9,  1913. — Closed  July  18,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  he  was  unable  to  secure  through  checking  of  baggage 
from  points  on  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  to  points  on  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio 
Railroad  and  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway,  and  vice  versa. 

After  correspondence,  the  Philadelphia  A Reading  Railway  Company  advised  the 
Commission  that  an  arrangement  had  been  entered  into  between  them  and  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  whereby  baggage  originating  on  one  line  for 
transportation  to  a point  on  the  other  line  would  be  checked  through,  and  if  by  the 
way  of  Philadelphia,  the  regular  Philadelphia  transfer  charge  of  thirty-five  cents 
would  be  collected  at  the  time  of  the  checking. 

A communication  received  from  the  Complainant  assured  the  Commission  that 
this  new  arrangement  satisfies  his  complaint. 

The  ease  was,  therefore,  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1066. 


S.  A.  SHARON  ^ 

I Alleged  overcharge  on  shipment  of 

CUMBERLAND  VALLEY  RAILROAD  h Mercersburg  and 

COMPANY  j I^ichmond  to  West  Point. 

Filed  !May  16,  1913.— Closed  July  18,  1913. 


Complaint  w'as  made  of  an  alleged  overcharge  on  the  shipment  of  six  cars  of  cross 
ties  from  Mercersburg  and  Richmond  to  West  Point.  The  Complainant  alleged 
that  he  requested  a rate  on  this  shipment  and  that  it  was  unsatisfactory,  but 
that  upon  his  second  request  a lower  rate  was  given  him  and  the  movement  was 
made.  The  Respondent,  however,  charged  him  upon  the  basis  of  the  rate  first 
quoted.  The  Complainant  further  alleged  that  the  second  rate  quoted  went  into 
effect  within  two  weeks  after  the  shipment  moved. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  averred  that  the  Complainant  made  five  shipments 
without  any  knowledge  whatever  of  what  the  rate  was  and  one  shipment  with 
full  knowledge  that  the  rate  was  higher  tlian  that  claimed  in  the  complaint,  and 
that  therefore  he  assumed  all  responsibility  and  had  no  just  claim  against  the 
Respondent,  and  that  in  any  event  a tariff  cannot  be  made  retroactive.  It  also  de- 
nied that  the  rates  charged  were  in  any  way  unreasonable. 

After  a full  consideration  of  the  facts  before  the  Commission  the  following 
opinion  and  order  w'as  rendered: 


OPINION. 

An  examination  of  the  papers  submitted  in  this  complaint  shows  that 
the  facts  are  substantially  as  follows: 

Tlmt  the  Complainant,  prior  to  making  any  shipments,  applied  to 
the  Respondent  for  freight  rates  on  the  commodity  to  be  shipped  between 
the  points  involved  in  the  transportation,  stating  that  he  expected  to 
bring  his  shipments  on  March  11th,  1912,  no  rates  at  that  time  being  in 
effect  over  the  Respondent’s  line  as  applicable  to  this  commodity.  The 
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Complain, mt  received  no  -idvice  from  the  Respondent  prior  to  March 
11th,  1912,  and  on  March  12th  began  his  shipments,  and  the  shipments 
involved  in  this  controversy  are  those  of  that  date  and  of  March  15th 
and  19th,  1912.  On  March  15th,  1912,  the  Respondent  advised  the 
Complainant  that  a rate  of  two  dollars  and  forty  cents  ($2.40)  had  been 
put  into  effect  as  of  March  11th,  1912,  and  in  reply  the  Complainant 
stated  that  that  rate  was  not  at  all  satisfactory,  and  in  a communica- 
tion at  or  about  this  time  advised  the  Respondent  that  a rate  of  one 
dollar  and  ninety  cents  ($1.90)  was  already  in  effect  on  the  Pennsylvania 
lines  from  Huntingdon  and  points  east  to  points  of  destination  and 
intimated  that  a rate  of  the  same  amount  should  be  put  into  effect 
by  the  Respondent,  which  would  be  satisfactory.  The  Respondent 
replied  that  it  had  again  taken  up  the  matter  with  the  connecting  lines 
and  would  advise  the  Complainant  later.  On  March  26,  1912,  after  all 
the  shipments  had  moved  the  Respondent  advised  the  Complainant  that  a 
rate  of  one  dollar  and  ninety  cents  ($1.90)  had  been  agreed  upon  and  made 
effective  as  of  that  date.  Tt  thus  appears  that  the  shipments  were  made 
at  a time  when  cither  there  was  no  rate  in  effect,  or  a rate  was  in 
effect  which  was  not  satisfactory  to  the  Complainant,  and  against 
which  he  was  p)-otesting  at  the  time,  and  that  then  and  from  a few  days 
after  the  last  of  the  shipments  in  question  moved,  the  said  rate  of  one 
dollar  and  ninety  cents  ($1.90)  was  established. 

It  seems,  therefore,  that  these  shipments  did  not  move  under  any  rate 
accepted  by  the  complainant  as  satisfactory  to  him  but  on  the  other  hand 
he  did  enter  his  protest  against- the  rate  put  into  effect  during  his 
efforts  to  get  a satisfactory  rate  established. 

The  case,  therefore,  differs  from  those  in  which  a shipper  makes  ship- 
ments upon  established  rates  known  to  him  at  the  time,  and  against 
which  he  enters  no  protest,  and  consequently  does  not  have  the  same 
ground  for  basing  a claim  for  reparation.  The  rate  in  effect  at  the  time 
of  these  shipments  over  the  Pennsylvania  lines  and  its  connections  from 
Huntingdon  to  points  of  destination,  and  the  action  of  the  Respondent 
and  its  connection  in  establishing  the  same  rate  so  soon  after  these  ship- 
ments moved,  in  consequence  of  the  correspondence  carried  on  with  that 
end  in  view  during  the  period  the  movements  were  made,  leads  the  Com- 
mission to  the  conclusion  that  the  $2.40  rate  was  excessive  at  the  time 
the  shipments  moved  and  that,  therefore,  there  should  be  refunded  to 
the  Complainant  the  difference  between  the  rate  paid  by  him  on  the 
shipments  of  March  12th,  15th  and  19th,  1912,  and  the  rate  of  one  dollar 
and  ninety  cents  ("$1,90)  established  on  March  26th,  1912,  to  wit:  the  sum 
of  eighty-four  dollars  and  thirteen  cents  ($84.1.3)  and  the  Commission 
so  recommends. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1076. 

.1.  H,  ROSENBLOOM 
vs. 

BAT;TIMORE  & OHIO  RAIIiROAD 
COMPANY. 

I’iled  May  31,  1913. — Dismis.sed  .luly  18,  1913. 

Complaint  was  filed  alleging  that  on  a train  leaving  Somerset,  on  the  Johnstown 
& Somerset  Branch,  on  May  26,  1913,  the  passengers  had  suffered  great  incon- 
venience and  discomfort  because  the  train  was  stopped  a few  miles  beyond  the 
station  and  held  there  until  11.30  o’clock  P.  M.,  and  the  conductor  would  not  render 
any  assistance  for  the  purpose  of  securing  food,  and  requested  the  Commission  to 
intervene  in  order  to  secure  better  service  on  that  branch. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  stated  that  the  delay  was  due  to  the  derailment  of 
a train  at  .a  point  beyond,  and  they  endeavored  to  secure  a relief  train,  but,  owing 
j;beir  equipment  being  all  west  of  the  point  at  which  the  train  was  stopped,  they 
were  unable  to  get  the  desired  relief  in  a reasonable  time. 

A copy  of  the  answer  was  sent  to  Complainant,  addressed  as  directed  on  the 
con-plaint,  but  was  returned  to  this  office  unopened,  the  postal  authorities  having 
failed  to  locate  the  Complainant. 

The  complaint  was,  therefore,  dismissed. 


In  re  service  on  .Johnstown  and 
Somerset  Branch. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1080. 

ELMER  E.  SMITH  ^ 

vs.  I In  re  shipment  of  milk  from  Lewis- 

PHILADELPHIA  & READING  RAILWAY  f burg. 

COMPANY.  j 

Filed  June  10,  1913.— Closed  July  18,  1913. 

Complaint  was  filed  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Smith  and  others  whose  aggregate  daily 
milk  shipments  from  Lewisburg  to  the  coal  regions  and  points  intermediate  amounted 
to  about  5,100  quarts,  requesting  that  the  respondent  be  directed  to  put  on  a 
refrigerator  car  in  order  that  large  quantities  of  the  milk  would  not  spoil,  and, 
particularly  on  Sunday,  when  the  train  service  did  not  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  shippers  complaining. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  stated  that  beginning  June  loth  and  thereafter  on 
Sundays,  they  would  install  a service  which  they  believed  would  cover  the  cause 
of  complaint. 

A copy  of  this  was  sent  to  the  Complainant  and  as  it  seemed  to  satisfy  his  com- 
plaint the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1085. 


JOHN  C.  MILLER 
vs. 

RUFFALO  & LAKE  ERIE  TRACTION 
COMPANY. 


In  re  passengers  on  front  platform 
of  cars. 


Filed  June  21,  1913. — Dismissd  July  18,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  Respondent  was  permitting  passengers  to  ride  on 
the  front  platforms  of  the  cars. 

The  Respondent,  in  its  answer,  requested  specific  information,  which  the  Com- 
plainant was  requested  to  furnish,  but  as  all  the  communications  from  this  Com- 
mission to  Complainant  were  returned  by  postal  authorities  with  the  advice  that 
the  letters  were  unclaimed,  the  case  was,  therefore,  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1069. 


PALMER  & SEAMANS  LUMBER 
COMPANY 
vs. 

HUNTINGDON  & BROAD  TOP  MOUN- 
TAIN RAILROAD  & COAL  COMPANY. 


^Alleged  overcharge  on  two  cars  of 
railroad  ties. 


J 


Filed  May  22,  1913.— Closed  July  19,  1913. 

The  Complainant  alleged  that  it  was  overcharged  on  two  cars  of  railroad  ties 
from  Everett  to  Pittsburgh  and  IMonessen. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer  to  the  complaint,  stated  that  it  did  not  encourage 
the  shipment  of  ties  off  the  line  of  its  road,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  needs  them 
there  and  that  the  charges  on  these  ties  were  correct  and  they  did  not  consider  them 
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excessive,  as  the  transportation  was  also  over  the  line  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad. 
The  complaint  was  sent  to  the  latter  company  for  answer  also  and  it  advised  the 
Commission  that  upon  consulting:  with  the  Huntingdon  & Broad  Top  Mountain 
Railroad  & Coal  Company  that  company  informed  it  that  the  claims  had  been 
refused  because  they  were  in  doubt  as  to  the  propriety  of  settling  on  any  basis 
other  than  the  regularly  published  tariff  rate,  but  that  they  were  then  proceeding 
to  adjust  the  claim  by  applying  the  regular  lumber  rate  thereto,  unless  the  Commis- 
sion offered  objections.  The  Commission  advised  that  it  had  no  objections  to  the 
adjustment  and  the  case  was  directed  to  be  closed. 
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SUMMARY  OF  RAILROAD  AND  STREET  RAILWAY  ACCIDENTS  RE- 
CEIVED AND  TABULATED  .lANUAKY  1 TO  ,IULY  26,  1913. 


Killed. 

Injured. 

Toml. 

Percentage 

of 

Fatalities. 

Railroads 

620 

113 

6,659 

1,SS3 

7,279 

1,996 

8.52 

5.66 

Street  Railwavs,  

Total,  

733 

8,542 

9,275 

7.90 

ACCIDENTS  CLASSIFIED  AS  TO  EMPLOYEES,  PASSENGERS,  TRES- 
PASSERS AND  OTHERS. 

RAILROADS. 


Killed. 

Per  Cent. 

Injured. 

Per  Cent. 

Total. 

Per  Cent. 

Employes 

171 

27.58 

5,535 

83.12 

5,706 

78.39 

Passengers,  

11 

1.77 

550 

8.26 

561 

7.71 

Trespassers,  

36S 

59.36 

368 

5.5.3 

<36 

10.11 

Others,  

70 

11.29 

206 

3.09 

276 

3.79 

Total 

620 

100.00 

6.659 

ICO. 00 

7,279 

100.00 

STREET  RAILWAYS. 


Killed. 

Per  Cent. 

Injured. 

Per  Pent. 

Total. 

Per  Cent. 

Emploves,  

11 

9.73 

65 

3.45 

76 

3.80 

Passengers 

11 

9.73 

982 

52.15 

993 

49.77 

Trespassers 

15 

1.3.28 

37 

1.97 

52 

2.60 

Otliers,  

76 

67.26 

799 

42.43 

875 

43.83 

Total 

113 

100.00 

1,SS3 

100.00 

1,996 

100.00 

( S9  ) 
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TABULATION  SHOWING  PERCENTAGE  OF  FATALITIES  IN  EACH  CLASS 
OF  PERSONS  TO  TPIE  TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  ACCIDENTS. 

RAILROADS. 


Killed. 

Total 

Accidents. 

Percentage 

of 

Fatalities. 

Employes,  

171 

11 

368 

70 

5,706 

561 

736 

276 

3.00 

1.98 

50.00 

28.99 

Passengers 

Trespassers 

Others,  

Total 

620 

7,279 

S.52 

STREET  RAILWAYS. 


Killed. 

Total 

Accidents. 

Percentage 

of 

Fatalities. 

Employes 

11 

11 

15 

76 

76 

993 

52 

875 

14.47 

1.11 

28.85 

8.69 

Passengers 

Trespassers,  

Others,  

Total 

113 

1,996 

6.66 

rrtUht  c' 


jI'::;!':?;' 

:..|i;:::;|-'j'- 
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REPORTS  OF  ACCIDENTS  ON  RAILROADS. 
JANUARY  1 to  JULY  26,  1913. 
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STATEMENT  OF  FATALITIES  AND  INJURIES  TO  EMPLOYES  OF  RAIL 
ROADS  SHOWING  COMPARATIVE  HAZARDS  OF  VARIOUS  OCCUPA- 
TIONS. 

JANUARY  1 TO  JULY  20,  1913. 


BratPraen,  

Sectionmen  and  laborers 

Car  repairmen  and  inspectors 

Conductors 

Track  walkers 

Firemen 

Engineers 

Yard  creWs,  

Crossing  watchmen,  

Carpenters 

Freight  handlers,  

Flagmen 

Car  cleaners 

Baggagemen,  

Express  messengers  and  mail  clerks, 
Miscellaneous 

Total 


KiUed. 


53 

43 

13 

13 

12 

11 

7 

7 

4 

1 


7 


171 


Injured. 


1,489 

865 

373 

285 

14 

614 

287 

415 

12 

75 

6^ 

152 

37 

31 

6 

216 


6,535 


Report  closed  July  27,  1913. 
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KAILKOAD  COMPANIES  REPORTING  NO  ACCIDENTS  JAN 
UAKY  1 TO  JULY  26,  1913.  68  COMPANIES. 


Altoona  Northern  Railway  Company. 

Bare  Rock  Railroad  Company. 

Beaver  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Bellefonte  Central  Railroad  Company. 

Bloomsbur,!^  & Sullivan  Railway  Company. 

Brownstone  & Middletown  Railroad  Company. 

Cambria  & Indiana  Railroad  Company. 

Chestnut  Ridge  Railway  Company. 

Conemaugh  A Black  Lick  Railway  Company. 

Coudersport  A Port  Allegheny  Railroad  Company. 

Crane  Railroad  Company. 

Delaware  River  A Union  Railroad  Company. 

Delaware  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Dents  Run  Railroad  Company. 

East  Berlin  Railroad  Company. 

Eddystone  A Delaware  River  Railroad  Company. 

Emporium  A Rich  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Hickory  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Plooverhurst  A Southwestern  Railroad  Company. 

Indian  Creek  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Jersey  Shore  and  Antes  Fort  Railroad  Company. 

Johnstown  A Stony  Creek  Railroad  Company. 

Kane  A Elk  Railroad  Company. 

Kishacoquillas  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Kittanning  Run  Railroad  Company. 

Lancaster,  Southern  A Oxford  Railroad  Company. 

Leetonia  Railway  Company. 

Lehigh  A Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. 

McKeesport  Terminal  Railroad  Company. 

IMocanaqua  A Eastern  Railroad  Company. 

IMontour  Railroad  Company. 

Mt.  .Tewett,  Kinzua  A Riterville  Railroad  Company. 

Mt.  Penn  Gravity  Railroad  Company. 

New  Berlin  A M^infield  Railroad  Company. 

New  Park  A Fawn  Grove  Railroad  Company. 

Newport  A Shermans  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

New  York,  Susquehanna  A Western  Railroad  Company. 

Nittany  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Northern  Liberties  Railroad  Company. 

North  Shore  Railroad  Company. 

Pennsylvania  Western  A Ohio  River  Connecting  Railway  Company. 
People’s  Railway  Company. 

Philadelphia  Belt  Line  Railroad  Company. 

Pittsburgh,  Allegheny  A jMcKees  Rocks  Railroad  Company. 
Pittsburgh  A Ohio  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Pittsburgh,  Lisbon  A Western  Railroad  Company.  I 
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Pittsburgh,  Westmoreland  & Somerset  Railroad  Company. 
Redstone  Central  Railroad  Company. 

ReynoldsviUe  & EaUs  Creek  Railroad  Company. 

Rural  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Scootac  Railway  Company. 

Scranton  & Spring  Brook  Railroad  Company. 

ShefBeld  & Tionesta  Railway  Company . 

Stewartstown  Railroad  Company. 

Strasbnrg  Railroad  Company. 

Susquehanna  & Buffalo  Railroad  Company. 

Susquehanna  & Eagles  Mere  Railroad  Company. 
Susquehanna  River  & Western  Railroad  Company. 
Tionesta  Valley  Rahway  Company. 

Turtle  Creek  & Allegheny  River  Railroad  Company. 
TJrsina  & North  Fork  Railwmy  Company. 

Valley  Connecting  Rahroad  Company. 

Valley  Rahroad  Company. 

M^ashington  Run  Rahroad  Company. 

Westinghouse  Inter-Works  Railroad  Company. 

M^hite  Deer  & Loganton  Railway  Company. 

Williamsport  & North  Branch  Rahroad  Company. 

Winfield  Railroad  Company. 


STREET  RAILWAY  COJilPANIES  REPORTING  NO  ACCIDENTS 
FROM  JANUARY  1 TO  JULY  26,  1913.  57  COMPANIES. 


Allen  Street  Rahway  Company. 

Allentown  & Reading  Traction  Company. 

Bangor  & Portland  Traction  Company.' 

Blue  Ridge  Traction  Company. 

Cambria  Inclined  Plane  Company. 

Carbon  Transit  Company. 

Centre  & Clearfield  Railway  Company. 

Chambersburg,  Greencastle  & Waynesboro  Street  Railway  Company. 
Clairton  Street  Rahway  Company. 

Columbia  & Montour  Electric  Railway  Company. 

Corry  & Columbus  Street  Rahway  Company. 

Danville  & Sunbury  Transit  Company. 

DuBois  Traction  Company. 

East  End  Passenger  Rahway  Company. 

Fairchance  & Smithfield  Traction  Company. 

Fairmount  Park  Transportation  Company. 

Gettysburg  Railway  Company. 

Hagerstown  & Frederick  Railway  Company. 

Highland  Grove  Traction  Company. 

Homestead  & Mifilin  Street  Railway  Company. 

Huntingdon,  Lewistown  & .Tuniata  Valley  Traction  Company. 
Irwin-Herminie  Traction  Company  . 

Jersey  Shore  Electric  Street  Railway  Company. 
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Kittanning  & Leechbui-g  Railwaj'S  Company. 

Lancaster  & Southern  Street  Railway  Company. 

Lainaister  & York  Eurnace  Street  Railway  Company. 

Latrobe  Street  Railway  Company. 

Lewisburg,  Milton  & Watsontown  Passenger  Railway  Company. 
^Mahoning  Valley  Street  Railway  Company. 

Neversink  Mountain  Railway  Company. 

Northampton  Traction  Company. 

Oakdale  & McDonald  Street  Railway  Company. 

( )hio  River  Passenger  Railway  Company. 

Oley  Valley  Railway  Company. 

Patterson  Heights  Street  Railway  Company. 

Pennsylvania  & Maryland  Street  Railway  Company. 

People’s  Street  Railway  Company  of  Nanticoke  and  Newport. 
Philadelphia  & Easton  Electric  Railway  Company. 

Phoenixville,  Valley  Forge  & Stafford  Electric  Railwjiy  Company. 
Shamokiu  & Edgewood  Electric  Railway  Company. 

Shamokin  & Mt.  Carmel  Transit  Company. 

Slate  Belt  Electric  Street  Railway  Company. 

South  Bethlehem  & Saucon  Street  Railway  Company. 

South  Side  Passenger  Railway  Company. 

Stroudsburg  Passenger  Railway  Company, 

Susquehanna  Traction  Company. 

Titusville  Electric  Traction  Company. 

Trenton,  Bristol  & Philadelphia  Street  Railway  Company. 

Tri-State  Railway  & Electric  Company. 

Vallamont  Traction  Company. 

M^arren  County  Traction  Company. 

Warren  & Jamestown  Sti-eet  Railway  Company. 

Warren  Street  Railway  Company. 

M^estern  New  York  & Pennsylvania  Traction  Company. 
Westmoreland  County  Railway  Company. 

White  Hall  Street  Railway  Company. 

Williamsport  Passenger  Railwa.v  Company. 


REPOET  OF  ACCIDENT  AT  THE  HAZLE  STREET  CROSSING 
OE  THE  LEHIGH  VALLEY  RAILROAD,  WILKES-BARRE, 

JANUARY  20,  1913. 

I 

On  January  20th,  1913,  at  9:30  P.  M.,  a train  consisting  of  fifteen  freight  cars, 
while  being  pushed  over  the  Hazle  Street  grade  crossing  of  the  Lehigh  Valley 
Railroad  in  the  City  of  Wilkes-Barre,  collided  with  the  rear  side  of  a trolley  car 
of  the  Wilkes-Barre  Railway  Company,  outbound  for  Ashley  and  other  points. 
About  40  passengers  were  more  or  less  injured . 

An  investigation,  conducted  by  the  Marshal  of  the  Commission,  developed  that 
a contributory  cause  of  the  accident  was  the  fact  that  the  dead  end  of  the  railroad 
train  was  without  a light.  This  was  admitted  by  the  railroad  officials,  but  in 
justification  they  referred  to  Rule  No.  24  of  their  Rules  for  the  Government  of 
the  Operating  Department.  This  rule  is  as  follows: 
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■‘When  cars  are  pushed  by  an  engine  (except  when  shifting  or  making 
up  trains  in  yards),  a white  light  must  be  displayed  on  the  front  of  the 
leading  car  by  night.” 

The  Ilazle  Street  crossing  is  within  the  yard  limits  of  the  Lehigh  Valley  Rail- 
road and,  therefore,  according  to  the  provision  in  the  above  quoted  Rule,  a light 
on  the  dead  end  of  the  train  was  not  required. 

In  view  of  the  facts  relating  to  the  collision,  the  Marshal  concluded  that  Rule 
No.  24  ought  to  be  revised  so  that  a light  should  be  displayed  on  the  dead  end  of 
trains  wlien  it  is  necessary  to  shift  cars  by  night  over  a public  crossing,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  the  crossing  constitutes  a part  of  the  yards.  The  matter 
was  submitted  to  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company  and  it  advised  the  Com- 
mission that  the  rule  referred  to  would  be  revised  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Marchal. 


REPOKT  OF  GRADE  CROSSING  ACCIDENT  ON  THE  NORTH- 
ERN CENTRA!.  RAILWAY,  AT  SECOND  STREET, 
SUNBURY,  MARCH  6,  1913. 


On  March  6,  1913,  four  freght  cars,  while  being  pushed  by  an  engine  on  the 
Northern  Central  Railway,  collided  with  a street  car  of  the  Sunbury  & Susque- 
hanna Street  Railway  Company  at  the  Second  Street  Crossing  of  the  Shamokin 
Division  industrial  tracks.  The  collision  resulted  in  fatal  injury  to  an  employee 
of  the  Railroad  Company  and  an  employee  of  the  Street  Railway  Company. 

The  otficial  report  and  correspondence  concerning  the  accident  showed  that  the 
motorma  nfailed  to  observe  the  signals  to  shop  while  approaching  the  railroad 
crossing . 


REPORT  OF  ACCIDENT  AT  BIDWELL,  ON  THE  CONNELLS- 
VILLE  AND  STATE  LINE  RAILWAY,  MARCH  29,  1913. 


On  Morth  29,  1913,  an  accident  occurred  at  Bidwell,  on  the  line  of  the  Con- 
nellsville  and  State  Line  Railway,  caused  by  the  collision  of  an  eastbound  pas- 
senger train.  No.  8,  with  engine  732,  light,  resulting  in  two  employees  being 
fatally  injured.  Slight  injuries  were  sustained  by  two  other  employees  and  by 
three  passengers. 

An  investigation,  conducted  through  correspondence,  developed  that  the  engine 
crew  of  No.  8 failed  to  properly  observe  the  signals  of  the  flagman. 
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STATEMENT  OF  EXPENl )1TT'KKS  FOR  SALARIES,  TRAVEL 
ING  AND  OTHER  EXPENSES  OF  THE  PENNSYLVANIA 
STATE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION  JANUARY  1,  PJ13 
TO  JULY  2G,  PJIJ. 


Salaries  of  Commissioners,  $13,287  68 

Salaries  of  officers  and  employees,  18,090  66 

Traveling  expenses,  1,178  19 

Telegrams,  71  55 

Postal  service,  314  78 

Express  and  freight,  33  77 

Books,  maps,  etc.,  304  20 

Janitor  service,  274  20 

Extra  clerical  and  stenographic  services,  44  82 

Expert  services,  10,000  00 

Miscellaneous,  243  95 


Total,  $43,843  80 
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TABLE  OF  COMPLAINTS 

FILED  WITH  THE 

PENNSYLVANIA  STATE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION 

AND  DETERMINED  BY 

THE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

JULY  26,  1913 


Complaint 
Docket  No. 

TOO.  U.  J.  Sheets,  etal. 
vs. 

Central  District  & Printing  Tele- 
graph Company. 

Filed  Aug.  25,  1911. 


798.  W.  S.  Poorman,  et  al. 
vs. 

The  BeU  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania . 

Filed  January  19,  1912. 


810.  George  Sloyer 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Adams  Express  Company. 

Filed  December  2,  1911. 


840.  Residents  of  Allegheny  and  Carroll 
Township,  Cambria  County 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  March  22,  1912. 


862.  Postal  Telegraph  Cable  Company 
vs. 

Central  Iiistrict  & Printing  Tele- 
graph Company. 

Filed  May  2,  1912. 


874.  Empire  Lime  Kilns 
vs. 

Central  Railroad  of  Pennsylvania. 
Filed  May  24,  1912. 


876.  Borough  of  Minersville 
vs. 

People's  Railwav  Company. 
Filed  May  21,  1912. 


923.  W.  H,  Cox  and  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  August  29,  1912. 


Rates  for  business  telephone  in  Jean- 
nette. 


Pending . 


Discrimination  in  rental  charges  between 
certain  professional  and  business  men 


Pending. 


In  re  service. 


February  3,  1914. 


Petition  for  flag  stop  at  Chest  Road. 


Closed  January  7,  1914. 


Alleged  discrimination  in  diverting  to 
the  Western  Union  Telegraph  Com- 
pany, telegrams  intended  for  Postal 
Telegraph  Cable  Company. 

Closed  November  21,  1913. 


Rate_  of  lime  Bellefonte  to  Pennsylvania 
Railroad  .Tunction. 

Closed  October  8,  1913. 


Inadequate  passenger  and  freight  station 
facilities  at  Minersville. 

Closed  August  4,  1913. 


Rates  on  ties  and  lumber  from  Oil  City 
to  various  points. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 
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Complaint 
Docket  No. 

930.  W.  H.  Cox  & Company 
vs. 

Lake  IShore  & Michigan  iSouthern 
Railway  Company. 

Filed  September  9,  1912. 


941.  Johnstown  Telephone  Company, 
vs. 

Central  District  and  Printing  Tele- 
graph Company. 

Piled  October  5,  1912. 


949.  Manufacturers’  Association  of 
Lancaster, 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  October  17,  1912. 

9.50.  Harry  E.  Beilis,  et  al. 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company,  et  al. 

Filed  October  7,  1912. 


Rates  on  lumber — Limestone  and  Oil  City 
to  various  points. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Furnishing  telephone  service  to  business 
houses  at  residence  rates. 

Closed  August  4,  1913. 

Excessive  rate  on  bituminous  coal  from 
Clearfield  District  to  Lancaster. 

Closed  October  31,  1913. 

Rate  on  anthracite  coal  into  the  city  of 
Philadelphia. 

Pending. 


9.52.  Pennsylvania  Paraffine  Works,  et  Excessive  rate  on  oil  Wolford  to  Titus- 
aC  ville. 

vs. 

Pennsylvania  R.ailroad  Company. 

Pennsylvania  Company. 

Filed  October  21,  1912.  Pending. 


970.  Corn  planter  Refining  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company 
Filed  November  26,  1912. 


980.  Residents  of  'iVilkes-Barre  and  Vi- 
cinity 
vs. 

\Vilkes-Barre  & Eastern  Railroad 
Company. 

Filed  November  30,  1912. 


986.  Terminal  Coal  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  December  17,  1912. 


987.  W.  B.  Bell 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  December  18,  1912. 


995.  W.  ML  Galvin 
vs. 

Lnke_  Shore  & Michigan  Southern 
Railway  Company. 

Piled  November  19',  1912. 


999.  T.  W.  Friend,  Receiver  of  Kidd 
Brothers  & Burgher  Steel  MGre 
Company 
vs. 

Pittsburgh  & I,ake  Erie  Railroad 
Company. 

Piled  January  2,  1913. 


Failure  to  furnish  tank  cars. 

Pending. 

Inadequate  service 

Closed  January  6,  1914. 

Demurrage  charges . 

Closed  August  5,  1913. 

Alleged  insufficient  clearance  between  cars 
and  side  of  bridge  at  New  Castle  Plant 
of  Carnegie  Steel  Company. 

Closed  August  4,  1913. 

Rate  on  mixed  carload  of  apples,  potatoes 
and  onions  from  Clark’s  Mills  to  James- 
town . 

Closed  December  16,  1913. 

Inadequate  siding  facilities  at  Aliquippa 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 
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Complaint 
Docket  No. 

1002.  F.  A.  Lehr,  et  :iL 
vs. 

Central  Pennsylvania  Traction 
Company. 

Filed  .lanuary  3,  1913. 


1012.  M^alter  M.  Clevenstine 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  January  20.  1913. 


1017.  IManufacturers’  Association  of  York 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  January  24,  1913. 


1018.  Shumaker  Brothers 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  January  28,  1913. 


1033.  J.  B.  Pearsall 
vs. 

Wells,  Fargo  and  Company  E.v- 
press, 

Adams  Express  Company. 

Filed  February  20,  1913. 


1034.  G.  M.  Sheldon  & Company 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  February  24,  1913. 


Spring  Brook  Lumber  Company 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Filed  March  3,  1913. 


1045.  James  B.  Pierce 
vs. 

Central  District  and  Printing  Tele- 
graph Company. 

Filed  IMarch  24,  1913. 


1046.  S.  C.  Walker  & Company 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  March  29,  1913. 


1054.  John  J.  Henderson 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Filed  April  21,  1913. 


10.55.  John  S.  Win  eland 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  April  21,  1913. 


Alleged  inadequate  service  Harrisburg  to 
Steelton. 


Closed  December  2,  1913. 


Inadequate  passenger  train  service  to 
points  north  of  Phoenixville. 

Closed  December  3,  1913. 


Rate  on  coal  from  Clearfield  District  to 
York . 

Closed  October  21,  1913. 


Alleged  overcharge  on  bark  Fairhope  to 
Big  Run. 


Closed  September  10,  1913. 


Rate  and  routing  on  shipment  of  chickens 
from  Grove  City  to  M^ilmington . 


Closed  September  13,  1913. 


Rate  on  hay  Montrose  Branch  to  Pitts- 
ton. 

Closed  September  26,  1913. 


Alleged  excessive  and  discriminatory  toll 
charges  from  Moosic  to  Scranton,  Tay- 
lor and  Old  Forge. 

Closed  April  9,  1914. 


Refusal  to  renew  contract  except  at  in- 
creased rates. 


Pending. 


Alleging  excessive  rate  on  fertilizer  from 
Philadelphia  to  Chndd’s  Ford. 


Closed  August  4,  1913. 


Refusal  to  renew  contract  for  telephone 
service  except  at  an  increased  rate. 


Closed  August  4,  1913. 


Alleged  excessive  freight  rate  on  lime- 
stone from  Mt.  Etna  to  IMartinsburg . 

Closed  November  22,  1913. 
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Complaint 
Docket  No. 

1064.  Lake  Transit  Company 

. 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  May  7,  1013. 


Alleged  discrimination  in  freight  rates 
and  excessive  freight  charges. 

Pending. 


1067 . Specter’s  Department  Store 
vs. 

York  Telephone  & Telegraph  Com- 
pany. 

Piled  May  19,  1913, 


1070.  Jacob  Feld 
vs. 

Erie  Railroad  Company. 
Delaware  & Hudson  Company. 
Filed  IMay  23,  1913. 


1072.  ,T.  R.  Barron 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Piled  May  24,1913. 


1073.  W.  C.  Borland 
vs. 

Central  District  Telephone  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  May  28,  1913. 


10/5.  F.  B.  Smith,  et  al. 
vs. 

Erie  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  May  31,  1913. 


1077.  ,T.  Sharon  I\IcDonnld 
vs. 

Waynesbnrg  A Washington  Rail- 
road Company . 

Piled  June  3,  1913. 


10/ S.  E.  J.  Swanson 
vs. 

Northwestern  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
ways Company. 

Piled  June  4,  1913. 


1079.  Theodore  R.  Helb 
vs. 

Western  Maryland  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  June  7,  1913. 


1081.  Max  Steinbach 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany . 

Piled  June  10,  1913. 


1082.  Edriga  Kopan 
vs. 

Wilkes-Barre  Railway  Company. 
Filed  June  10,  1913. 


Alleged  refusal  to  enter  upon  a contract 
to  furnish  telephone  services  for  any 
period  less  than  live  years. 

Closed  August  4,  1913. 


Alleged  excessive  freight  rate  on  two 
ears  of  scrap. 


Closed  August  4,  1913. 


Excessive  rate  on  hard  wood  lumber 
Rockwood  to  McKeesport. 


Closed  September  13,  1913. 


In  re  cancelling  old  contract  and  install- 
ing new  at  higher  rate. 


Closed  December  2,  1913. 


In  re  station  facilities  and  train  acommo- 
dations  at  Biossburg. 

Closed  August  4,  1913. 


Petition  for  flag  stop  of  train  No.  158  at 
Braddock. 


Closed  August  4,  1913. 


In  re  extra  charge  made  on  shipment  of 
packages  to  Edinboro  unless  prepaid , 


Closed  August  20,  1913. 


Alleged  unreasonable  increase  of  rate  on 
full  and  empty  beer  kegs  from  York  to 
East  Berlin. 

Closed  August  4,  1913. 


In  re  passenger  fare  from  non-agency 
stations. 


Closed  September  10,  1913. 


In  re  height  of  steps  on  troUey  cars. 


Closed  August  19,  1913. 


1083. 


Hinman  Brothers 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad 
Filed  June  5,  1913. 


Company. 


Excessive  produce  rate  out  of  Philadel- 
phia. 


Closed  December  2,  1913. 
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Complaint 
Docket  No. 

1084.  Frank  P.  Myers 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  June  6,  1913. 


1086.  Borough  Council  of  IMiddlesex 
vs. 

Republic  Railway  & Light  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  .Tune  26,  1913. 


1087.  American  Freight,  Audit  & Stor- 
age Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 
New  York  Central  cv  Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company, 

Buffalo,.  Rochester  & Pittsburgh 
Railway  Company. 

Piled  June  28,  1913. 


1088.  Hamburg  Vitrified  Brick  Com- 
pany 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Piled  June  28,  1913. 


1089.  American  Plate  Glass  Company 
vs. 

Kane  & Elk  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  June  30,  1913. 


1090.  W.  G.  Group 
vs. 

York  Telephone  & Telegraph  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  July  1,  1913. 


1091.  John  Slicker 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Southern  Railroad 
Company. 

Filed  June  7,  1913. 


1092.  W.  R.  Wherry 
vs. 

Altoona  Northern  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  July  7,  1913. 


1093.  Residents  of  Indiana  and  West- 
moreland Counties 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  July  7,  1913. 


1094.  Residents  of  Madera,  et  al. 
vs. 

New  York  Central  & Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company, 

Piled  July  7,  1913.  ' 


Listing  of  telephone. 

Closed  August  4,  1913. 

Alleged  excessive  rate  of  fare  from  West 
Middlesex  to  Sharon. 

Closed  December  8,  1913. 

Alleged  excessive  rate  covering  13  cars  of 
empty  beer  carriers  from  Hastings  to 
DuBois. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Alleged  excessive  rate  on  coal  from  Au- 
burn and  Sandingville  to  Hamburg. 

Closed  December  2,  1913. 

Alleged  discriminatory  demurrage  charges 

Closed  May  6,  1914. 

Rate  for  telephone  service. 

Closed  September  12,  1913. 

Rate  on  hay  Holden  to  Byrnedale. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Unsafe  condition  of  track  and  equipment. 

Closed  August  5,  1913. 

Protesting  against  regulations  requiring 
shippers  of  milk  from  New  Florence  to 
load  same  on  cars. 

Closed  September  10,  1913. 

Train  service  between  Clearfield  and  Ir- 
vona. 

Closed  June  16,  1914. 
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1095.  Crucible  Steel  Company  of  Amer- 
ica 

vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Comnanv. 
Piled  July  18,  1913. 


1096.  A.  D.  Wingert,  et  al. 
vs. 

Western  Maryland  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  July  12,  1913. 


Switching  and  demurrage  charge. 

Closed  January  8,  1911. 

Train  service  between  Chambersburg  and 
Shippensburg. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 


1097.  Boroughs  of  Lansford,  Tamaqua,  Inadequate  service  and  equipment 
Summit  Hill  and  Coaldale 
vs. 

Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways 
Company. 

Piled  July  16,  1913.  Closed  December  2,  1913. 


1098.  J.  P^^Meginnes  Rate  of  fare  New  Hope  to  Philadelphia. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Piled  July  22,  1913.  Closed  September  12,  1913. 


1099.  Paul  Rudert 
vs. 

Saxonburg  Telephone  Company. 
Filed  July  25,  1913. 


Long  distance  rate  Saxonburg  to  Pitts- 
burg. 

Dismissed  February  19,  1914. 


1100.  William  G.  Blough  Refusal  to  deliver  freight  to  Jerome 

vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Piled  July  25,  1913.  Pending. 


1101.  Town  Council  of  the  Borough  of  Rate  of  fare. 
Tullytown 
vs. 

Trenton,  Bristol  & Philadelphia 
Street  Railway  Company. 

Filed  July  26,  1913. 


Closed  December  2,  1913. 
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Uoniplaint 
Docliet  No. 

1.  William  P.  Urenz 

Vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  July  31,  1913 


2.  James  C.  Yerkes 
vs. 

United  States  Express  Companv. 
Filed  July  31,  1913. 


3.  The  Duquesne  Company 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  August  4,  1913. 


4.  B.  D.  Northrup 
vs. 

The  IManufacturers  Light  & Heat 
Company. 

Filed  August  4,  1913. 


5.  W.  A.  Sells,  et  al., 
vs. 

Jersey  Shore  Gas  Company. 
Filed  August  7,  1913. 


6.  E.  W.  Grant 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Filed  August  7,  1913. 


7.  D.  W.  Van  Camp 
vs. 

Plainfield  Rural  Bell  Telephone 
Company. 

Piled  August  11,  1913. 


8.  i\Ieehanical  Refrigerating  Com- 
pany 
vs. 

Wilkes-Barre  Gas  & Electric  Com- 
pany, 

Citizens  Electric  Illuminating  Com- 
pany . 

Filed  August  12,  1913. 


9.  J.  W Cornish 
vs. 

Fairview  Water  Company. 
Filed  August  14,  1913. 


Rate  on  building  stone,  Foxcroft  to  Phila- 
delphia. 

Pending. 

Alleged  excessive  rate  on  iron  pulley 
wheel  Reading  to  Birdsboro. 

Closed  September  23,  1913. 

Delay  in  placing  freight  cars. 

Withdrawn  September  9,  1913. 

Alleged  discriminatory  rate  for  gas. 

Closed  January  7,  1913. 

Inadequate  service. 

Closed  March  4,  1914. 

Alleged  un.iust  regulation  in  charging  toll 
rate  when  party  called  is  not  secured. 

Closeil  January  7,  1914. 

Refus  il  of  unincorporated  company  to 
furnish  service  at  established  rate. 

Closed.  September  12,  1913. 

Alleged  discriminatory  rate  for  power 
favoring  Pittston  as  compared  with 
Wilkes-Barre. 

Clo.sed  August  19,  1913. 

Lnjust  regulation  in  requiring  patrons 
to  pay  for  installation  of  meters. 

Glosed  January  23,  1914. 
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10.  James  E.  Decker 

7S. 

Ramey  Water  Company. 
Filed  August  14,  1913. 


11.  Thomas  C.  Jenkins 
vs. 

American  Express  Company 
Filed  August  14,  1913.  ' 


12.  W.  A.  Erdman 
vs. 

The  Bell  Teleph  ('lie  Company  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Filed  August  31,  1913. 


13.  C.  H.  Stephanson 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Comn.any  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Filed  August  5,  1913. 


14.  Charles  H.  .T.  Barnett 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Filed  August  6,  1913. 


15.  J.  !<’.  Meginnes 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  August  12,  1913. 


16.  Walter  C.  Reese 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Lighting  Company. 
Filed  August  15,  1913. 


17.  IMabei  A.  Purdy 
vs. 

Oaleton-Eldred  W.ater  Company. 
Filed  August  18,  1913. 


IS,  Federal  Steel  Foundry  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  August  19,  1913. 


19.  i\r.  Callaghan 
vs. 

Springfield  Consolidated  Water 
Company. 

Piled  August  20,  1913. 


20.  S.  S.  .Johnson 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  August  20,  1913. 


Inadequate  service. 


Closed  .September  12,  1913 


Failure  to  make  delivery  of  shipment  of 
butter  consigned  to  non-agency  station. 

Closed  October  31,  1913 


Refusal  to  permit  physical  connection 
between  Bell  lines  and  lines  of  Strouds- 
burg & Bushkill  Telephone  Company. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 


Inadequate  service. 


Closed  January  7,  1914. 


In  re  telephone  service. 


Closed  August  19,  1913. 


In  re  drinking  water  at  station. 


Closed  January  20,  1914. 


Discontinuance  of  culinary  gas  service  at 
re.sidence  on  account  of  an  unpaid  bill 
for  electric  service  at  place  of  business. 
Closed  May  6,  1914. 


Regulations  governing  installation  of  ser- 
vice lines. 

Pending. 


Alleged  excessive  rate  for  transportation 
of  car  of  gas  coal  from  Chester  Steel 
Casting  Company,  Chester,  to  Com- 
plainant’s plant  at  Chester. 

Closed  December  16,  1913. 


Excessive  rates  for  water. 


Pending. 


Excessive  rate  for  transportation  of  baled  ■ 
hay  from  New  Hope  to  Philadelphia. 


Closed  January  7,  1914. 
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21.  The  Slate  Products  Company 
vs. 

Lehigh  & New  England  Railroad 
Company. 

Filed  August  20,  1913. 


22.  Solomon  F.  Ulrich,  et  al., 
vs. 

Reading  Suburban  Water  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  August  21,  1913. 


23.  M.  N.  Bailey 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania . 

Filed  August  25,  1913. 


21.  W.  J.  White 
vs. 

T.  W.  Philips  Oil  & Gas  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  August  29,  1913. 


25.  John  S.  Thompson 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Company. 
Filed  August  27,  1913. 


26.  Auburn  Shale  Brick  Company 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
FUed  August  29,  1913. 


27.  G.  S.  Markham 
vs. 

Northwestern  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
way Company. 

Filed  September  2,  1913. 


28.  Edwin  D.  Stouffer 
vs. 

Chambersburg,  Greencastle  & 
Waynesboro  Street  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  September  3,  1913. 


29.  C.  E.  Byrem 
vs. 

Riverton  Consolidated  Water  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  September  2,  191.J. 


30.  V.  C.  Dwyer 
vs. 

Central  District  Telephone  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  August  30,  1913. 


31.  Robert  Purse 
vs. 

Johnstown  Water  Company. 
Filed  August  22,  1913. 


Issuance  of  bills  of  lading  stamped  "Ship- 
pers Load  and  Count”. 


Closed  January  7,  1911. 


Inadequate  service. 


Closed  January  7,  1914. 


Unjust  and  unreasonable  charge  for  re- 
moval of  telephone  to  new  location. 


Dismissed  Janu.ary  7,  1914. 


Alleged  overcharge  in  gas  bill. 


Closed  OCjtober  8,  1913. 


Excessive  fare  of  15  cents  from  Wales 
Junction  to  Lansdale. 

Closed  January  7,  1913. 


Alleged  refusal  to  issue  reasonable  joint 
rate  on  brick.  Auburn  to  Hazleton. 


Closed  September  26,  1913. 


Alleged  variant  rates  on  similar  ship- 
ments of  lard  and  meat  from  Erie  to 
McKean , and  objection  to  insurance  fee 
of  ten  cents  on  shipment. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 


Alleged  excessive  fare  between  Greencas- 
tle and  Waynesboro. 


Pending. 


Failure  to  furnish  water  at  residence  at 
North  Riverton. 


Closed  November  29,  1913. 


Refusal  to  continue  contract  for  telephone 
service  under  rates  now  in  effect. 


Closed  September  24,  1913. 


Inadequate  service. 


Closed  January  7,  1933. 
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32 .  Glen  A . Warren 
vs. 

Northern  Central  Railway  Com- 
pany . 

Filed  Septeml.er  2,  1913. 


33.  Henry  B.  Rea 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  September  0,  1913. 


34.  Chas.  W.  Schrenk 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Piled  September  12,  1913. 


3J.  P.  C.  Wolf 
vs. 

Buffalo  & Lake  Erie  Traction  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  September  12,  1913|. 


36.  S..  M.  Pensyl 
vs. 

Bear  Gap  & Numida  Telephone 
Company. 

Filed  September  LI,  1913. 


37.  A.  B.  Sperry 
vs. 

Central  District  Telephone  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  September  15,  1913. 


3.8.  Wyalusing  Hay  Company 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  September  16,  1913. 


39.  James  L.  Wolf 
vs. 

Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  August  19,  1913. 


40.  Karl  F.  Miller,  et  al. 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Piled  September  23,  1913. 


41.  Edward  R.  Geer 
vs. 

Warren  Street  Railway  Company. 
Filed  September  23,  1913. 


42.  Edward  R.  Geer 
vs. 

Warren  & Jamestown  Street  Rail- 
way Company. 

Piled  September  23,  1913. 


Request  to  have  train  No.  61  on  the  Sus- 
quehanna & Elmira  Division  stopped 
at  Alba. 

Closed  January  7,  1913. 

Higher  rate  for  transportation  of  horses 
from  Hartstown  to  Bakerstown  than 
from  Bakerstown  to  Hartstown. 

Closed  January  28,  1914, 

Alleged  discrimination  in  refusing  to  in- 
stall public  telephone  in  place  of  busi- 
ness at  Philadelphia. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Petiton  for  stop  at  point  designated  as 
the  “Wolf  Stop.” 

Closed  November  13,  1913. 

Discriminatory  rate  for  telephone  service. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Alleged  inefficient  service  at  “Wilkins” 
Exchange. 

Dismissed  March  4,  1914. 

Car  shortage. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Routing  of  ears. 

Closed  December  29,  1913. 

Passenger  train  service  on  White’s  Creek 
Branch. 

Closed  Februai’y  3,  1914. 

Inadequate  service  and  equipment. 

Closed  January  20,  1914. 

Petition  for  shelter  station  at  Jackson 
Run  Road. 

Dismissed  January  20,  1914. 
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43.  Charles  H.  Smith 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  September  23,  1913. 


44.  Keystone  Bone  Fertilizer  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  September  24,  1913. 


45.  Horace  A.  Keefer 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania. 

East  Hanover  Telephone  Company. 
Filed  September  24,  1913. 


46.  D.  B.  & W.  J.  Clark 
vs. 

Erie  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  September  25,  1913. 


47.  Babcock  Lumber  Company 
vs. 

Pittsburgh,  Westmoreland  & Som- 
erset Railroad  Company. 

Piled  September  26,  1913. 


48.  James  G.  McSparran 
vs. 

Lancaster,  Oxford  & Southern 
Railway  Company. 

Filed  September  26,  1913. 


49.  W.  J.  Schopp 
vs. 

Reading  Transit  Company. 
Filed  October  1,  1913. 


50.  Miners  along  the  Schuylkill  & Sus- 
quehanna Branch, 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  October  1,  1913. 


51.  M.  V.  Sanderson 
vs. 

United  Electric  Company. 
Piled  October  1,  1913. 


52.  Sunbury  Table  Works 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  October  3,  1913. 


53.  A.  P.  Hoffsomer 
vs. 

Cornwall  & Lebanon  Railroad 
Company. 

Filed  October  9,  1913. 


Higher  rate  of  fare  from  Lemont  to  Leba- 
non than  from  Lebanon  to  Lemont. 

Closed  October  30,  1913. 

Rate  on  fertilizer  Philadelphia  to  Free- 
mansburg. 

Closed  October  8,  1913. 

Refusal  to  furnish  telephone  service. 

Pending. 

Rate  on  lumber  from  points  on  the  Mead- 
ville  Branch  to  Oil  City. 

Closed  March  4,  1914. 

Excessive  rate  on  lumber  Somerset  to 
Ijaurel. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Excessive  rate  on  fertilizer. 

Closed  February  3,  1914. 

Petition  for  stop  at  Ridge  Avenue  and 
Lauriston  Street,  Wissahickon. 

Closed  January  6,  1914. 

Inadequate  train  service. 

Closed  March  5,  1914. 

Refusal  to  furnish  electric  light  at  Com- 
plainant’s place  of  business  in  Summer- 
dale. 

Closed  March  5,  1914. 

Claim  for  overcharge. 

Closed  October  8,  1913. 

Excessive  rate  of  fare.  Mount  Gretna  to 
Conewago . 

Dismissed  October  30,  1913. 
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54.  Chas.  F.  Brown 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  October  9,  1913. 


55.  L.  P.  Satterthwaite 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  October  10,  1913. 


56.  The  Magee  Carpet  Company 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Piled  October  10,  1913. 


Passenger  train  service,  Pittsburgh  to 
New  Castle. 


Closed  December  16,  1913. 


Alleged  excessive  rate  on  cattle  Wood- 
bourne  to  Philadelphia. 


Closed  October  30,  1913. 


Alleged  excessive  mileage  collected  for 
transportation  from  Bloomsburg  to 
Philadelphia . 

Closed  November  19,  1913. 


57.  Lem  K.  Hynicka 
vs. 

Lebanon  Steam  Company. 
Filed  October  14,  1913. 


58.  John  J.  Caine 
vs. 

Pennsvlvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  October  15,  1913. 


59.  J.  W.  Pettis 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  October  15,  1913. 


60.  City  of  Reading 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Piled  October  7,  1913. 


61.  Pennsylvania  Lumber  Company 
vs. 

Sheffield  & Tionesta  Railway  Com- 
pany, et  al. 

Piled  October  17,  1913. 


62.  J.  M.  Wilson,  et  al. 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  October  22,  191-3. 


63.  Henry  H.  Carter 
vs. 

Columbia  & Montour  Electric 
Company. 

Filed  October  23,  1913. 


64.  William  Newman 
vs. 

Erie  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  October  7,  1913. 


65.  T.  .T.  Hickey 
vs. 

Hanover  & MeSherrystown  Street 
Railway  Company. 

Piled  October  26,  1913. 


Excessive  and  discriminatory  rate  for 
steam  heat. 

Closed  March  4,  1914. 

Claim  for  overcharge  due  to  error  in  con- 
signing. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Loss  occasioned  by  delay  in  transit  of 
various  shipments  of  country  produce. 

Closed  January  6,  1914. 

Petition  for  the  elimination  of  certain 
grade  crossings. 

Pending. 

Claim  covering  shipment  of  lumber  from 
Sheffield  to  Oakdale . 

Closed  January  6,  1914. 

Insufficient  heat  on  passenger  train  opera- 
ted from  Sligo  to  Lawsonham. 

Closed  October  31,  1913. 

Excessive  rate  for  electric  light  and  gas. 

Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Building  of  highway  bridge  over  tracks 
of  railroad . 

Closed  May  6,  1914. 

Use  of  car  for  combined  passenger  and 
freight  service. 


Closed  March  7,  1914. 
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66.  Enoch  T.  Roberts,  et  al. 
vs, 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railwa.y 
Company,  et  al. 

Filed  September  13,  1913. 


67.  E.  O.  Shaffner 
vs. 

Harrisburg  Gas  Company. 
Filed  September  13,  1913. 


69.  Borough  of  West  Hazleton 
vs. 

Lehigh  Coal  & Navigation  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  October  30,  1913. 


70.  A.  ,T.  Nordstrom 
vs. 

Adams  Express  Company. 
Filed  November  7,  1913. 


73.  Moltz  Brothers 
vs. 

New  York  Central  & Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company. 

Filed  November  12,  1913. 


74.  F.  W.  Tunnell  & Company,  In- 
corporated , 
vs. 

Pennsvlvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  November  12,  1913. 


I."!.  F.  .1,  Schmoyer 
vs. 

Northei-n  Central  Gas  Company. 
Filed  November  12,  1913. 


76.  .Tohn  R.  Birkle 
vs . 

New  York  Central  & Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company. 

Filed  November  13,  1913. 


77.  Stevenson,  Sperring  & Company 
vs. 

New  York  Central  & Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company. 

Filed  November  13,  1913. 


78.  Central  Brick  & Clay  Company 
vs. 

New  York  Central  & Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company. 

Filed  November  17,  1913. 


79.  W.  R.  Garinger 
vs. 

Wilkes-Barre,  Dallas  & Flarveys 
Lake  Railway  Company. 

Filed  November  17,  1913. 


.\lleged  excessive  and  discriminatory  rate 
for  transportation  of  coal  from  Lehigh 
District  to  Germantown  and  Chestnut 
Hill,  Philadelphia. 

Pending. 


Excessive  charge  for  extending  gas  main. 


Closed  November  19,1915. 


Excessive  rate  for  electric  lighting  serv- 
ice. 


Closed  January  7,  1914. 


Excessive  rate  on  package.  Port  Alle- 
gany, McKean  County,  to  Turtlepoint, 
McKean  County. 

Closed  January  8,  1914. 


Lligher  rate  for  long  than  for  short  haul. 


Closed  January  21,  1914. 


Excessive  rate  of  freight  on  fertilizer 
from  Philadelphia  to  West  Salisbury. 


Dismissed  March  4,  1914. 


Alleged  unjust  charge  for  gas  consumed 
during  month  of  July,  191.3. 

Closed  May  6,  1914. 


Higher  rate  for  long  than  for  short  haul . 


Closed  January  21,  1914. 


Higher  rate  for  long  than  for  short  haul 


Closed  January  21,  1914. 


Higher  rate  on  brick  from  Orviston  to 
Lock  Haven  than  from  Orviston  to 
Avis,  a longer  haul  in  the  same  direc- 
tion. 

Closed  .January  21,  1914. 


Excessive  fare,  Wilkes-Barre  to  Dallas. 


Cloesde  March  17,  1914. 
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80.  Dough  ten  & Son 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  November  18,  1913. 


81.  Patton  Clay  Manufacturing  Com- 
pany 
vs. 

New  York  Central  & Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company. 

Filed  November  20,  1913. 


82.  Clement  H.  Congdon 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Filed  November  20,  1913. 


83.  William  White,  Jr. 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Piled  November  21,  1913. 


84.  ,T.  B.  Davis  & Sons 

vs.  , 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Piled  November  24,  1913. 


8.5.  .T.  B.  Furst 

vs. 

New  York  Central  & Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company. 

Piled  November  24th,  1913. 


86.  Chas.  Dreifus  Company 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Piled  November  25,  1913. 


87.  1).  IM.  Yerkes 

vs. 

Adams  Express  Company. 
Filed  November  25th,  1913. 


88.  Hiram  Swank’s  Sons 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  November  29,  1913. 


89.  Residents  of  Pairview 

vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  December  1,  1913. 

90.  P.  H.  Glatfelter  Company 

vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company, 

Western  Maryland  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  December  2,  1913. 


Excessive  rate  on  stone,  Coshohocken  and 
West  Conshohocken  to  Philadelphia. 


Pending 


Higher  rate  on  brick  from  Patton  to 
Munson  than  from  Patton  to  Wellsboro, 
a longer  haul  in  the  same  direction. 


Closed  January  21,  1914. 


Alleged  discrimination  in  contract 
charges . 


Closed  February  10,  1914. 


Excessive  rate  for  service. 


I’eudiug. 


Alleged  excessive  rate  on  lumber  from 
Worth,  to  points  in  the  vicinity  of 
Pittsburgh. 

Closed  IMarch  3,  1914. 


Higher  rate  on  lumber  from  Heilwood  to 
Beech  Creek  than  from  Heilwood  to 
I)oints  beyond  Beech  Creek. 

Closed  March  5,  1914. 


Alleged  discrepancy  in  weight  on  carload 
of  scrap  shipped  from  Wilkes-Barre  to 
Columbia , 

Closed  February  5,  1914. 

Lack  of  wagon  delivery  service  in  Mil- 
bourne  Borough. 

Closed  .January  6,  1914. 


Alleged  that  a higher  rate  was  charged 
than  the  rate  quoted  on  a shipment  of 
fire  brick  from  .Johnstown  to  New  Ken- 
sington . 

Closed  January  6th,  1914. 

J'etition  for  stop  of  one  train  a day  at 
Fairview . 

Closed  March  4,  1914. 


Alleged  excessive  and  discriminator.y  rate 
on  waste  paper,  Philadelphia  to  Spring 
Grove. 


Closed  March  4,  1914. 
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91.  C.  A.  Cunningham 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company . 
Filed  December  2,  1913. 


92 .  R . Einstein 
vs. 

Penn  Public  Service  Company. 
Filed  December  3,  1913. 


93.  Dilwortb  P.  Vickers 
vs. 

Eureka  Light,  Heat  & Power  Com- 
pa  ny . 

Filed  December  4,  1913. 


94.  James  B.  Bonner 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Filed  December  4,  1913. 


95.  Pastor  Brothers 
vs. 

Waynesboro  Water  Company. 
Filed  December  8,  1913. 


96.  Neelyton  Supply  Company 
vs. 

East  Broad  Top  Railroad  & Coal 
Company. 

Filed  November  29,  1913. 


97.  John  Young 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany 

Filed  December  11,  1913. 


98.  M’’ayne  Canfield 
vs. 

United  States  Express  Company. 
Filed  December  12,  1913. 


99.  The  Carpenter  Steel  Company 
vs. 

Metropolitan  Electric  Company. 
Filed  December  17,  1913. 


; 100.  Alfred  R.  Houck 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  December  18,  1913. 


101.  Reese-SherifP  Lumber  Company 
vs. 

New  York  Central  & Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company. 

Filed  December  20,  1913. 


102.  E.  H.  Mawbry 
vs. 

Hamburg  Electric  Light  Company. 
Filed  December  23,  1913. 


Insufficient  number  of  coaches  on  train 
No.  487  from  Blairsville  Intersection  to 
Indiana  on  the  evening  of  November 
26. 

Closed  January  21,  1914. 


Excessive  rate  for  electric  service. 


Closed  March  4,  1914. 


Refusal  to  extend  service  to  Complain- 
ant’s residence. 


Closed  January  3,  1914. 


Service  and  rates  at  Melrose. 


Pending. 


Alleged  excessive  charge  for  water. 


Closed  February  5,  1914. 


Alleged  unjust  practice  in  requiring  ship 
pers  of  lumber  to  furnish  strips  for 
each  car  for  which  no  credit  is  al- 
lowed . 

Closed  March  4,  1914. 


Alleged  discrimination  in  rate  for  school 
tickets  betv/een  Allison  Park  and  Etna. 


Closed  February  19,  1914. 


Delay  and  loss  due  to  unreasonable  rout- 
ing of  shipment  of  trees  from  Paxinos 
to  Dallas. 

Closed  February  9,  1914. 


Service  and  rates. 


Pending. 

Trespassing  on  tracks  in  Lebanon  and 
vicinity. 


Pending. 


Higher  rate  for  shorter  than  for  longer 
haul . 


Closed  February  18,  1914. 


Refusal  to  furnish  service. 


Closed  February  18,  1914. 
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103.  ^I.  iS.  Kelley 

V’S. 

City  Transfer  Company  of  Harris- 
burg . 

Filed  December  26,  1913. 


lUl.  Daniel  Cessna 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company . 
Filed  December  27,  1913. 


105.  W.  D.  Matbeson,  et  al. 

vs. 

The  Middletown  & Swatara  Con- 
solidated Water  Company 
Filed  December  27,  1913. 

106.  Penn  Steel  Castings  & Machine 

Company 

vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company, 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  December  23,  1913. 


10/.  T.  L.  Snyder 
vs. 

Maryland  & Pennsylvania  Rail- 
road Company. 

Filed  December  29,  1913. 


lOS.  Francis  Brothers 
vs, 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  December  30,  1913. 


109.  Chester  H.  Ashton 
vs. 

New  York  Central  & Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company. 

Filed  December  30,  1913. 


110.  W.  C.  Fulton,  et  al. 
vs. 

Buffjilo,  Rochester  & Pittsburgh 
Railway  Company. 

Filed  .January  23,  1914. 


E.vcessive  transfer  charge  on  trunk  from 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  Station  to  2124 
North  Third  Street,  Harrisburg. 

Closed  February  3,  1914. 


Overcrowded  cars,  Altoona  to  Bedford. 


Closed  March  4,  1914. 


Alleged  excessive  rate  for  service. 


Closed  May  7,  1914. 

Alleged  discrepancies  in  weight  on  var- 
ious shipments  of  coal. 


Closed  March  4,  1914. 


Withdrawal  of  agency  station  at  Castle- 
lin,  York  County. 


Closed  January  21,  1914. 


Alleged  excessive  weight  on  shipment  of 
•apples  from  Moravia  to  New  Wilming- 
ton . 

Closed  Jlarch  17,  1914. 


Train  service,  Knoxville  to  Wellsboro. 


Closed  April  24,  1914. 


.■Alleged  inadequate  station  facilities  at 
West  Lebanon. 


Pending. 


111.  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Pitts-  Alleged  unjust  increase  in  rates  for  tele- 
burgn  phone  service, 

vs. 

Central  District  Telephone  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  November  19,  1913.  Pending, 


112.  United  Commercial  Travelers  of  Passenger  train  service  on  the  Fall  Brook 

America  and  Beecii  Creek  Branch, 

vs. 

New  York  Central  & Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company. 

Filed  January  3,  1914.  Closed  April  7,  1914. 

113.  George  C.  Gochnauer,  et  al.  Alleged  excessive  rates. 

vs. 

Riverton  Consolidated  Water  Com- 
pany. 

Piled  January  5,  1914.  Pending. 
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111.  Louis  N.  McCarter 
vs. 

The  Norristown  Insurance  & 
Water  Company. 

Piled  January  6,  1911. 


115.  C.  D.  (Ireno,  et  al. 
vs. 

Pittsburgh,  McKeesport  & West- 
moreland Railroad  Company. 
Filed  January  6,  1914. 


116.  The  New  Jersey  Zinc  Company 
vs. 

Central  Railroad  Company  of  New 
J ersey . 

Filed  January  8,  1914. 


Alleged  unjust  and  arbitrary  charge  made 
to  patrons  owning  automobiies. 


Closed  February  4,  1914. 


Excessive  r.-ice  of  fare  between  Greens- 
burg  and  Jeanette. 


Pending. 


Rate  on  coal  from  Lehigh  and  Wyoming 
Regions  to  Hazard,  Palmerton  and  Le- 
high Gap. 

Pending. 


117. 


United  Mine  Workers  of  America 
vs. 

New  York  Central  & Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company. 

Filed  January  9,  1914. 


Insufficient  heat 
Blossburg  and 


on  cars  operated  between 
Morris  Run. 


Closed  March  4,  1914. 


118. 


Mrs.  Gustav  Menzel 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company 
Pennsylvania. 

Piled  January  9,  1914. 


Alleged  unjust  increase  in  rates, 
of 


Closed  January  19,  1914. 


119.  C.  T.  Martin 
vs. 

Pittsburgh  Railways  Company. 
Filed  January  12,  1914. 


120.  Borough  of  Osceola  Mills 
vs. 

Osceola  TV  ater  Supply  Company 
Filed  January  15,  1914. 


Alleged  insanitary  condition  of  cars 
operated  on  the  Bellevue  Division. 

Closed  March  4,  1914. 

Alleged  unjust  increase  in  water  rates. 
Closed  March  3,  1914. 


121.  Manufacturers  Association  of  Lan- 
caster 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  January  16,  1914. 


Excessive  rates  for  transportation  of  bi- 
tuininous  coal  from  Clearfield  District 
to  Lancaster. 

Pending. 


122. 


Greenebaum  Brothers  & Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  January  16,  1914. 


Ex'cessive  commutation  fare  from  Phila- 
delphia to  Coatesville. 


Pending. 


123. 


C.  S.  Goerlich  and  J.  J.  Shonk 
vs. 

Bethlehem  City  TVater  Company 
filled  January  3,  1914. 


Alleged  discriminatory  rates. 


Pending. 


124.  The  Somerset  Telephone  Company  Alleged  discriminatory  rates. 

The  fiiconomy  Telephone  Stock 
Company. 

Filed  January  12,  1914. 


Closed  June  3,  1914. 
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125.  M.  Glosser  & Sons,  et  al.  Rate  for  interchange  of  freight, 

vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

^ Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 

Filed  January  15,  1914.  Closed  May  12,  1914. 


126.  Mutual  Film  Corporation 
vs. 

Adams  E.xpress  Company. 
Filed  January  16,  1914. 


Delay  in  delivery  of  shipments  from  Har- 
risburg to  the  Scranton  District. 

Closed  March  3,  1914. 


127.  John  M.  Gray 
vs. 

Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat 
& Power  Company. 

Filed  January  17,  1914. 


128.  W.  A.  Zclnicker  Supply  Company 
vs. 

Kane  & Elk  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  January  17,  1914. 


129.  J.  A.  Cavanaugh 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
FUed  January  19,  1911. 


Defective  meters. 


Pending. 


Demurrage  charges. 


Dismissed  February  4,  1911. 


Overcrowded  condition  of  train  No.  37 
from  .Johnstown  to  East  Uberty,  De- 
cember 26,  1913. 

Closed  February  7,  1914. 


130.  lUias  Sassaman 
vs. 

J.ehigh  Valley  Transit  Company. 
Filed  .January  19,  19j,4. 


131.  John  H.  Patchin 
vs . 

New  York  Central  & Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company. 

Piled  .January  20,  1911. 


Rate  of  fare,  Allentown  to  Coopersburg. 


Pending. 


Alleged  discriminatory  and  excessive  rate 
of  freight  on  brick  from  Mill  Hall  to 
Burnside. 

Closed  March  5,  1914. 


132.  Harry  PI.  Murray,  et  al. 
vs. 

Duquesne  TJght  Company. 
Piled  .January  21,  1914. 


Alleged  discriminatory  rates. 
Withdrawn  February  9,  1914. 


133.  John  A.  Birkle  Rate  on  Jjumber,  Waterville  to  Lansford. 

vs. 

New  York  Central  & Pludson  River 
Railroad  Company. 

Filed  January  23,1914.  Closed  February  20,  1914. 


134. 


Borough  of  Aliquippa 
vs. 

Pittsburgh  & Jjake  Erie 
Company, 

Aliquippa  & Southern 
Company. 

Filed  .January  23,  1914. 


Railroad 

Railroad 


Alleged  inconvenient  approaches  to  sta- 
tion. 


Pending. 


135.  National  Coal  & Ice  Company  In  re  construction  of  siding, 
vs.  ^ 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
piled January  24,  1914.  Closed  April  9,  1914. 


/ 
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136.  Walter  S.  Ivins,  et  al. 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  January  26,  1914. 


Location  of  Fortuna  Station. 


Closed  April  22,  1914. 


137. 


E.  M.  Sweet,  et  al. 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  January  28,  1914. 


Service  of  train  leaving  Sayre  at  9.30 

arriving  at  Tunkhan- 
nock  at  1.4o  o clock  P.  M. 

Closed  February  20,  1914. 


138.  Residents  of  Antrim  Township, 
Franklin  County, 
vs. 

Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Com- 


Discontiiiuance  of  Kauffman  Station. 


pany. 

Filed  January  28,  1914. 


139 . J . S . McCormick  Company 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  January  3,  1914. 


Dismissed  June  3,  1914. 

Alleged  higher  rate  charged  than  that 
Closed  March  4,  1914. 


140.  Curtis  R.  Sprenkle 
vs. 

The  Pennsylvania  Company. 
Filed  January  17,  1914. 


Alleged  e.vcessive  rate  on  shipment  from 
Spring  Grove  to  Etna. 


Closed  May  6,  1914. 


141. 


James  Thompson  and  M.  A.  Han- 
na  and  Company, 
vs. 


Erie  County  Electric  Company, 
lied  February  5,  1914. 


Alleged  discriminatory  rates. 


Pending. 


142. 


Elmer  E.  Jones 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Western  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  February  6,  1914. 


Alleged  inconveniently  high  steps  on  cars 


Pending. 


143. 


A.  Al.  Weltmer’s  Sons,  et  al. 
vs. 

Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Com- 
pany. 

Piled  February  6,  1914. 


Alleged  excessive  rate  for  electric 
service. 

Closed  Alarch  6,  1914. 


power 


144. 


Oliver  Al.  Wright,  et  al. 
vs. 

Central  District  Telephone  Com- 
.pany. 

Filed  February  7,  1914. 


Service  and  rates  at  Perry  Exchange. 
Closed  April  7,  1914. 


145. 


D . O . Kerr 
vs. 

L.ake  Erie,  Franklin  & 
Railroad  Company. 
Filed  February  27,  1914, 


Clarion 


P‘'i®®<?“Ser  and  freight 
station  facilities  at  Kingsville. 


Pending. 


146. 


J.  B.  G.  Kinsloe  & Sons 
v.s. 


Susquehanna  Traction 
Filed  February  2,  1914. 


Company. 


Excessive  charge  for  carriage  of 
papers.  Lock  Haven  to  Alill  Hall 


news- 


Closed  Alarch  5,  1914. 
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147.  The  Union  Switch  & Signal  Com- 
pany 
vs. 

Adams  E.xpress  Company. 

Filed  February  5,  1914. 


148.  John  S.  Lloyd 
vs. 

Commonwealth  Telephone  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  February  5,  1914. 


149.  V.  K.  Frey 
vs. 

York  Water  Company. 
Filed  February  6,  1914. 


laO.  Philip  Giannotti 
vs. 

Potter  Gas  Company. 
Filed  February  17,  1914. 


151.  Township  of  East  Norriton 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Company. 
Filed  February  19,  1914. 


Refusal  to  accept  shipment  consigned  to 
an  exclusive  Wells-Fargo  point. 

Closed  March  18,  1914. 

Alleged  discriminatory  rates  for  service. 

Closed  March  9,  1914. 

Excessive  rates  and  payment  of  bills  in 
advance . 

Closed  June  3,  1914. 

Alleged  overcharge  fur  gas  lighting  serv- 
ice. 

Closed  March  3,  1914. 

Alleged  excessive  fare. 

Closed  May  6,  1914. 


152.  Employees  of  United  States  Navy  Routing  of  cars  to  Navy  Yard 
Yard 
vs. 

Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany . 

Piled  February  20,  1914.  Closed  June  4,  1914. 


153.  Residents  of  Chester  and  Vicinity 
vs. 

Southern  Pennsylvania  Traction 
Company. 

Piled  February  20,  1914. 


154.  Herman  Kahn 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  February  24,  1914. 


155.  Harrison  J.  Nester 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  February  17,  1914. 


Inadequate  and  irregular  service. 

Closed  May  6,  1914. 

Alleged  insanitary  condition  of  smoking 
car  of  train  operated  between  Milton 
and  West  Milton. 

Closed  May  6,  1914. 

Damage  by  fire  caused  by  sparks  from 
locomotives. 

Closed  April  7,  1914. 


156.  Slate  Belt  Telephone  & Telegraph  Discriminatory  rates  and  failure  to  com- 
Company  ply  with  General  Order  No.  2. 

vs. 

Blue  Mountain  Telephone  & Tele- 
graph Company. 

Filed  February  18,  1914.  Pending. 


157.  Travelers  Protective  Association  of  Alleged  discrimination  in  certain  forms  of 
America  mileage  tickets  accepted  for  transporta- 

vs.  tion  over  the  Cornwall  & Lebanon  RaU- 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company.  road. 

Filed  February  24,  1914.  Closed  March  21,  1914. 
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158.  H.  A.  Bostdorff 
vs. 

Allentown  & Reading  Traction 
Company. 

Filed  February  27,  1914. 


159.  Germania  Refining  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Company,  et  al. 
Piled  February  28,  1914. 


160.  G.  R.  Hurd 
vs. 

Buffalo  & Susquehanna  Railroad 
Company, 

New  York  & Pennsylvania  Rail- 
way Company. 

Filed  March  3,  1914. 


161.  Wm.  P.  Brenz 
vs. 

Philadelphia,  Baltimore  & Wash- 
ington Railroad  Company. 

Piled  March  3,  1914. 


162.  Manufacturers  Association  of  York 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  March  4,  1914. 


Alleged  inadequate  service  and  equip- 
ment. 


Closed  June  4,  1914. 


Alleged  higher  rate  for  a shorter  than  for 
a longer  haul  and  petition  for  repara- 
tion. 

Pending. 


Alleged  inadequate  station  facilities. 


Pending. 


Alleged  excessive  rate  on  stone  and  claim 
for  reparation  due  to  lack  of  notice  as 
to  increase  in  rates. 

Pending . 


Rates  on  bituminous  coal  from  the  Clear- 
held  District  to  York. 

Pending. 


163.  W.  H.  Sharah 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  March  5,  1914. 


164.  H.  R.  LePevre,  et  al. 
vs. 

Philadelphia  Railways  Company. 
Filed  March  9,  1914. 


Alleged  dangerous  condition  at  Braddock 
fetation. 

Closed  June  20,  1914. 

Alleged  inadequate  service  and  equip- 
ment. 

Closed  April  11,  1914. 


165.  Thomas  C.  Baldridge  . 
vs. 

McKeesport  & Duquesne  Bridge 
Company. 

Filed  March  12,  1914. 


166.  Mrs.  James  Turney 
vs. 

Tri-Cities  Water  Company. 
Piled  February  19,  1914. 


167.  W.  A.  Edgar 
vs. 

New  York,  Susquehanna  & West- 
ern Railroad  Company. 

Piled  March  10,  1914. 


168.  R.  Hickson 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Lines  West  of  Pitts- 
burgh. 

Filed  March  12,  1914 


Alleged  excessive  toll  charges. 

Closed  June  16,  1914. 

Refusal  to  furnish  service  unless  charges 
are  paid  in  advance. 

Closed  April  7,  1914. 

Passenger  train  service  between  Plains 
and  Pocono. 

Closed  July  21,  1914. 

Lack  of  drinking  water  on  trains. 

Pending. 
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169.  J.  Howard  Smale 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Piled  March  17,  1914. 


170.  Residents  of  Borough  of  Consho- 
hocken  and  Vicinity 
vs. 

Springfield  Consolidated  Water 
Company. 

Filed  March  18,  1914. 


171.  Borough  of  Schuylkill  Haven 
vs. 

Schuylkill  Haven  Gas  & Water 
Company. 

Piled  March  19,  1914. 


172.  Johnstown  Telephone  Company 
vs. 

Windber  Telephone  Company. 
tTled  March  19,  1914. 


173.  Schoen-Jackson  Company 
vs. 

Adams  Express  Company. 
FUed  March  23,  1914. 


174.  Borough  of  Lewistown 
vs. 

Penn  Central  Light  & Power  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  March  21,  1914. 


175.  Annie  L.  Kuhn 
vs. 

Hanover  & McSherrystown  Water 
Company. 

Filed  March  23,  1914. 


176.  Whitehall  Cement  Manufacturing 
Company 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company, 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  March  25,  1914. 


177.  C.  A.  Jayne,  et  al. 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  March  30,  1914. 


178.  Clearfield  Textile  Company 
vs. 

Clearfield  Water  Company. 
Piled  March  31,  1914. 


179.  Clearfield  Brewing  Company 
vs. 

Clearfield  Water  Company. 
Piled  March  31,  1914. 


Alleged  inadequate  freight  station  facili- 
ties at  North  Eight  Street,  Reading. 

Closed  June  4,  1914. 

Alleged  unreasonable  rates. 

Pending . 

Inadequate  water  supply. 

Pending. 

Petition  for  interchange  of  service. 
Pending. 

Discontinuance  of  agency  at  Moylan  Sta- 
tion, Delaware  County. 

Closed  March  26,  1914. 

Alleged  excessive  and  discriminatory  rate 
for  electricity. 

Pending. 

Refusal  to  supply  water  service  until  ar- 
rearages in  water  rent  are  paid. 

Closed  March  26,  1914. 

Alleged  excessive  rate  on  limestone,  Ann- 
ville  to  Cementon. 

Pending. 

Petition  for  station  facilities  at  Skinners 
Eddy,  Wyoming  County. 

Pending. 

Alleged  excessive  rates  for  water. 
Pending. 

Alleged  excessive  rates  for  water. 
Pending. 
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180.  Clearfield  Hotel  Company 
vs. 

Clearfield  Water  Company. 
Piled  March  31,  1914. 


181.  David  M.  Beck 
vs. 

Susquehanna  Township  Water 
Company. 

Filed  March  31,  1914. 


182.  A.  M.  Strayborn,  et  al. 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  April  1,  1914. 


183.  Findlay  Clay  Pot  Company 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  April  2,  1914. 


184.  Mrs.  Mary  P.  Grattan 
vs. 

The  Hallstead  Water  Company. 
Filed  April  6,  1914. 


18,1.  Borongh  of  New  Philadelphia 
vs. 

Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways 
Company. 

Pilde  April  10,  1914. 


186.  Keystone  Coal  & Coke  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  April  15,  1914. 


187.  Solon  C.  Thayer,  et  al. 
vs. 

Beaver  Valley  Water  Company. 
Piled  Aprd  22,  1914. 


188.  Solon  C.  Thayer,  et  al. 
vs. 

Beaver  Valley  Water  Company. 
Filed  April  22,  1914. 


189.  J.  E.  Callahan,  et  al. 
vs. 

Erie  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  April  l7,  1914. 


190.  Robert  W.  Mehard,  et  al. 
vs. 

New  Wilmington  Water  Supply 
Company. 

FUed  AprU  23,  1914. 


191.  Bondholders  of  the  Allegheny  Val- 
ley Water  Company 
vs. 

Borough  of  Tarentum. 

Filed  April  23,  1914. 


Alleged  excessive  rates  for  water. 
Pending. 

Excessive  rates  and  inadequate  service. 
Pending. 

Train  service  on  Middle  Creek  Branch. 
Pending. 

Excessive  race  for  switching  charge. 
Pending. 

Alleged  excessive  rates  for  water  service. 
Pending. 

Alleged  inadequate  service  between  Potts- 
ville  and  New  Philadelphia. 

Pending. 

Rate  on  coal.  Portage  to  Eldorado. 
Closed  May  29,  1914. 

Rates  and  service. 

Pending. 

Rates  and  service. 

Pending. 

Discontinuance  of  trains  219  and  220, 
Greenville  to  Meadville. 

Pending. 

Alleged  unjust  and  unreasonable  rates  for 
service . 

Pending. 

Alleged  injustice  to  Complainant  by  un- 
fair competition  in  the  matter  of  rates. 


Pending. 
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192.  Borough  of  Apollo 
vs. 

Apollo  Water  Works  Company. 
Filed  May  2,  1914. 


193.  Industrial  Railways  Cases. 


193-1.  Aliquippa  & Southern  Railroad 
Company 

Pittsburgh  & Lake  Erie  Railroad 
Company. 

Piled  April  15,  1914. 


193-2.  Monongahela  Connecting  Railroad 
Company 
vs. 

Pittsburgh  & Lake  Erie  Railroad 
Company, 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 
Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  April  8,  1914. 


193-3.  National  Tube  Company 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pauy, 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 
Pittsburgh  & Lake  Erie  Railroad 
Company . 

Filed  April  26,  1914. 


193-4.  Carnegie  Steel  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 
et  al. 

Filed  April  25,  1914. 


193-5.  American  Steel  & Wire  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 
et  al. 

Piled  April  25,  1914. 


193-6.  Universal  Portland  Cement  Com- 
pany 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 
et  al. 

Filed  April  25,  1914. 


193-7.  Union  Railroad  Company 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany, et  al. 

Piled  April  28,  1914. 


193-8.  Pittsburg,  Allegheny  & McKees 
Rocks  Railroad  Company 
vs. 

Pittsburgh  & Lake  Erie  Railroad 
Companv,  et  al. 

Filed  April  30,  1914. 


Alleged  excessive  rates  for  water  for  fire 
protection. 

Pending. 


In  re  allowances  to  short  line  or  Indus- 
trial Railroads. 


Pending. 


In  re  allowance  to  Short  Line  or  Indus- 
trial Railroads. 


Pending. 


Ill  re  allowance  to  Short  Line  or  Indus- 
trial Railroads. 


Pending. 


Ill  re  allowance  to  Short  Line  or  Indus- 
trial Railroads. 


Pending. 


In  re  allowance  to  Short  Line  or  Indus- 
trial Railroads . 


Pending. 


In  re  allowance  to  Short  Line  or  Indus- 
trial Railroads. 


Pending. 


In  re  allowance  to  Short  Line  or  Indus- 
trial Railroads. 


Pending. 


In  re  allowance  to  Short  Line  or  Indus- 
trial Railroads. 


Pending. 
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193-9.  Kane  & Elk  Railroad  Company 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  April  30,  1914. 


193-10.  South  Shore  Railroad  Company 
vs. 

Pittsburgh  & Lake  Erie  Railroad 
Company, 

Pittsburgh,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  & 
St.  Louis  Railway  Company. 
Filed  April  30,  1914. 


193-11.  Valley  Railroad  Company 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany, et  al. 

Filed  May  9,  1914. 


193-12.  Bethlehem  Steel  Company 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company, 
Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Piled  May  12,  1914. 


193-13.  Northampton  & Bath  Railroad 
Company 
vs. 

Delaware,  Lackawanna  & Western 
Railroad  Company, 

Lehigh  & New  England  Railroad 
Company. 

Filed  May  12,  1914. 


In  re  allowance  to  Short  Line  or  Indus- 
trial Railroads. 

Pending. 

In  re  allowance  to  Short  Line  or  Indus- 
trial Railroads. 

Pending. 

In  re  allowance  to  Short  Line  or  Indus- 
trial Railroads. 

Pending. 

In  re  allowance  to  Short  Line  or  Indus- 
trial Railroads. 

Pending. 

In  re  allowance  to  Short  Line  or  Indus- 
trial Railroads. 

Pending. 


193-14.  Cambria  Steel  Company  In  re  allowance  to  Short  Line  or  Indus- 

vs.  trial  Railroads. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  May  13,  1914.  Pending. 


193-15.  Pittsburgh  & Allegheny  River  Rail-  In  re  allowance  to  Short  Line  or  Indus- 
road  Company  trial  Railroads, 

vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Piled  May  22,  1914.  Pending. 


194.  Pittsburgh  Steel  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 
Pittsburgh  & Lake  Erie  Railroad 
Company. 

Filed  Alarch  10,  1914. 


195.  Borough  of  Clifton  Heights 
vs. 

Springfield  Consolidated  Water 
Company. 

Piled  January  26,  1914. 


196.  Borough  of  Morton 
vs. 

Springfield  Consolidated  Water 
Company. 

FUed  April  6,  1914. 


Withdrawal  of  commodity  rates  on  crude 
limestone  to  Monessen. 


Pending. 

In  re  service  and  rates. 


Pending. 

In  re  rates  and  service . 


Pending. 
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197.  Charles  L.  Dallas,  et  al. 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  April  8,  1914. 


198.  W.  H.  Parmer,  et  al. 
vs. 

Ohio  Valley  Passenger  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  April  23,  1914. 


199.  West  Reading  Fire  Company  No.  1 
vs. 

West  Reading  Water  Company. 
Filed  April  29,  1914. 


200.  Pennsylvania  Utilities  Company 
vs. 

Lehigh  Navigation  Electric  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  April  29,  1914. 


201.  James  Barr 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  May  5,  1914. 


202.  John  H.  Risdon 
vs. 

Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  May  8,  1914. 


203.  Crawford  & Bunce,  et  al. 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 
Pittsburgh,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  & 
St.  Louis  Railway  Company, 
The  Pennsylvania  Company, 
Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Piled  May  13,  1914. 


204.  Chas.  P.  Pelin  & Company 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Piled  May  13,  1914. 


205.  John  A.  Ernst,  et  al. 
vs. 

Glenside  Water  Company. 
Filed  May  14,  1914. 


206.  Boroughs  of  Shenandoah,  Ashland, 
Girardville  and  Mahanoy  City 
vs. 

Schuylkill  Railways  Company. 
Filed  May  15,  1914. 


207 . Deaves  & Moore 
vs. 

Springfield  Consolidated  Water 
Company. 

Filed  AprU  24,  1914. 


Petition  against  the  removal  of  station 
agent  at  Wolfsburg,  Bedford  County. 

Pending. 


Petition  for  the  issuance  of  a commuta- 
tion ticket  from  Industry  to  Vanport, 
and  from  Industry  to  the  Ohio  and 
Pennsylvania  State  line. 

Pending. 


Alleged  excessive  rates  charged  for  water 
for  sprinkling  the  streets  of  the  Bor- 
ough. 

Pending. 


Alleging  that  Respondent  is  unlawfully 
engaging  in  business  in  territory  served 
by  Complainant. 

Pending. 


Damage  to  farm  lands  by  sparks  from 
locomotives. 

Closed  June  4,  1914. 


In  re  service. 


Pending. 


Excessive  and  unreasonable  class  rates 
on  fruit  and  produce  from  Pittsburgh 
to  various  points  in  Pennsylvania. 


Pending. 


Removal  of  attachment  to  receiver  of 
telephone. 


Dismissed  June  16,  1914. 


In  re  rates  and  service. 


Pending. 


Alleged  inadequate  service  and  excessive 
rates . 


Pending. 


Refusal  to  extend  main  to  furnish  service. 


Closed  June  4,  1914. 
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208.  American  Window  Glass  Company  Proposed  increase  in  rates  on  coal  from 
vs.  Penn,  Biddle,  Irwin  and  Hahntown  to 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company.  Jeannette. 

Filed  April  29,  1914.  Pending 


209.  High  Grade  Oil  Company,  Incor- 
porated, 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  May  5,  1914. 


210.  Birdsboro  Stone  Company 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railroad 
Company. 

Filed  May  19,  1914. 


211.  Pennsylvania  Rubber  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  May  20,  1914. 


212.  W.  H.  Kalbfleisch 
vs. 

Gettysburg  Gas  Company. 
Filed  May  20,  1914. 


213.  Spotting  rate  cases. 


213-1.  Industrial  Traffic  Association 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  May  4,  1914. 


213-2.  Mount  Union  Refractories  Com- 
pany 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  May  12,  1914. 


21.3-3.  Harbison-Walker  Refractories  Com- 
pany . 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  May  15,  1914. 


21.3-4.  Carnegie  Steel  Company 
vs. 

Erie  Railroad  Company, 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 
Pittsburgh  & Lake  Erie  Railroad 
Company. 

Filed  May  13,  1914. 


213-5.  Mount  Union  Silica  Brick  Com- 
pany 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
FUed  May  15,  1914. 


Rate  and  routing  of  shipment  of  gasoline 
from  Bruin  to  Kane. 

Pending. 

Rates  on  stone.  Trap  Rock  to  Birdsboro. 
Pending. 

Advance  in  rates  on  coal  from  Penn  Sta- 
tion  to  Jeannette,  effective  June  1. 
1914. 

Pending. 

Alleged  excessive  rates  and  inferior  qual- 
ity of  gas. 

Pending. 

In  re  spotting  rates. 

Pending. 

In  re  spotting  rates. 

Pending. 

In  re  spotting  rates. 

Pending. 

In  re  spotting  rates. 

Pending. 

In  re  spotting  rates. 

Pending. 
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213-6.  Hammermill  Paper  Company  In  re  spotting  rates, 

vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 

Lake_  Shore  & Michigan  Southern 
Railway  Company. 

Filed  May  15,  1914.  Pending. 


213-7.  Charles  Warner  Company  In  re  spotting  rates, 

vs. 

Pennsvlvania  R.iilroad  Company. 

Piled  May  16,  1914.  Pending. 


213-8.  American  Sheet  & Tin  Plate  Com-  In  re  spotting  rates, 
pany 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  May  18,  1914.  Pending. 


213-9.  Lockhart  Iron  & Steel  Company  In  re  spotting  rates, 
vs. 

Pittsburgh  & Lake  Erie  Railroad 
Company . 

Filed  May  23,  1914.  Pending. 


213-10.  McClintic-Marshall  Construction  In  re  spotting  rates. 
Company 
vs. 

Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Pittsburgh  & Lake  Erie  Railroad 
Company. 

Piled  May  19,  1914.  Pending. 


214.  Keystone  Coal  & Coke  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  May  15,  1914. 


215.  Cecilia  H.  Rivett 
vs. 

Equitable  Gas  Company. 
Piled  May  21,  1914. 


216.  George  M.  Philips 
vs. 

The  Bell  Telephone  Comp.any  of 
Pennsvlvania. 

Filed  May  21,  1914. 


217.  R.  T.  Mogle 
vs. 

New  York  Central  & Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company. 

Piled' May  21,  1914. 


218.  Westmoreland  Specialty  Company 
vs. 

Pennsvlvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  May  22,  1914. 


219.  Raymond  A.  Finney 
vs. 

C.  D.  Hazel  tine  Water  Company. 
Filed  May  23,  1914. 


In  re  rate  on  cannel  coal,  Clearfield  to 
Osterburg. 

Pending. 


Alleged  failure  of  gas  meter  to  register 
correctly. 

Pending. 


Alleged  discrimination  in  refusing  to  at- 
tach a coin  box  for  use  on  long  distance 
calls . 

Pending. 

Train  service  from  Rossiter  to  Punxsu- 
tawney. 


Pending. 


Alleged  unreasonable  increase  in  rates  on 
coal  from  Biddle  Station  and  Penn 
Siding  to  Grapeville. 

Pending. 


Alleged  discrimination  in  refusing  to  fur- 
nish service. 

Pending. 
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220.  Charles  E.  Cowley 
vs. 

Lehigh  VaUey  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  May  27,  1914. 


Alleged  inefficient  spark  arresters  in  use 
on  locomotives  operated  on  Lizard  Creek 
Branch. 

Pending. 


221.  Delaware  River  Steel  Company  Alleged  improper  demurrage  charges 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 

Philadelphia,  Baltimore  & Wash- 
ington Railroad  Company. 

Filed  May  22,  1914.  Pending. 


222.  D.  M.  Rodeffer 
vs. 

Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Company. 
Piled  May  27,  1914. 


223.  W.  C.  Musser 
vs. 

Lewistown  & ReedsvUle  Water 
Company. 

Piled  May  30,  1914. 


In  re  rate  between  Norristown  and  Per- 
kasie. 

Pending. 

Alleged  excessive  rate  for  fire  plug. 
Pending. 


224.  S.  L.  Hower 
vs. 

Reading  Transit  Company. 
FUed  May  30,  1914. 


Regulations  governing  issuance  of  trans- 
fers in  Lebanon. 

Pending. 


22.5.  Stroudsburg  & Bushkill  Telephone 
Company 
vs. 

Pocono  Telephone  Company. 

Filed  June  1,  1914. 


226.  Borough  of  Freemansburg 
vs. 

Freemansburg  Street  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  June  3,  1914. 


227.  Pittsburgh  Plate  Glass  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Filed  June  10,  1914. 


228.  Sun  Company 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 
Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany, 

Western  Maryland  Railway  Com- 
pany, 

New  York  Central  & Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company. 

Filed  June  1,  1914. 


229.  Clarence  Messersmith 
vs. 

Panther  Valley  Water  Company. 
Filed  June  3,  1914. 


Alleged  encroachment  of  right-of-way  and 
construction  of  line  without  permission 
of  the  Commission. 

Pending . 


Alleged  violation  of  ordinance  with  re- 
spect to  granting  of  transfers  and  ex- 
changes. 

Pending. 


Alleged  unjust  demurrage  charge. 


Pending. 


Un.just  advance  in  rates  on  coal  destined 
within  the  capes. 


Pending. 


Alleged  inadequate  service  in  the  Borough 
of  Lansford,  Carbon  County. 

Pending. 
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23U.  Dexter  Portlaud  Cement  Company 
et  ai. 
va. 

Lehigli  Valley  Railroad  Company, 
Central  iiailroad  Company  of  New 
Jersey, 

Delaware,  Lackawanna  & Western 
Karl  road  Company, 
fronton  Kailroad  Company, 

Lebigh  & New  England  Railroad 
Company, 

Rangor  A Portland  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Fried  June  9,  1914. 


231.  Read  Alachinery  Company 
vs. 

Nortliern  Central  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

I'iled  June  11,  1914. 


Alleged  excessive  and  discriminatory  rate 
of  freight  for  the  transportation  of 
cement 


Pending . 


Unreasonable  regulation  requiring  ship- 
pers of  machinery  and  other  classes  of 
heavy  freight  to  assist  in  loading  same 
on  cars. 

Pending. 


232.  Spreckels  Sugar  Refining  Company  Increase  in  rates  on  coal  consigned  to 
vs.  Philadelphia  for  harbor  delivery. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 
et  ai. 

Filed  June  16,  1914.  Pending. 


233.  The  Eddystone  Manufacturing 
Company 
vs. 

Philadelphia  A Reading  Railway 
Company . 

New  York  Central  A Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company . 

Filed  June  16,  1914. 


234.  M.  L.  Ludwick 
vs. 

Dauphin  County  Gas  Company. 
Filed  June  16,  1914. 


235.  John  Lang  Paper  Company 
vs. 

New  York  Central  A Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company . 

Filed  June  17,  1914. 


Increase  in  rates  on  coal  consigned  to 
Philadelphia  for  harbor  delivery. 


Pending . 


Failure  to  secure  service  at  residence  in 
Pen  brook. 

Pending . 


Proposed  increase  in  rate  on  coal  con- 
signed to  Philadelphia  for  delivery  at 
Port  Richmond  Coal  Piers. 

Pending. 


236.  Association  of  Ice  Cream  Manu- 
facturers of  Pennsylvania 
vs. 

Adams  Express  Company,  et  al. 
Filed  June  17,  1914. 


237.  Joseph  Caufliel 
vs. 

Citizens  Light,  Heat  A Power 
Company. 

Filed  June  17,  1914. 


238.  Borough  of  Turtle  Creek 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Water  Company. 
Filed  June  17,  1914. 


Alleged  excessive  rate  for  return  of  emp 
ties. 

Pending. 

Alleged  excessive  minimum  charges. 
Pending. 

Alleged  excessive  rate  for  water  in  public 
fountain . 

Pending. 
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239.  Lewis  Boyer,  et  al. 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 
et  al. 

Filed  June  19,  1914. 


240.  Evan  T.  Whildin 
vs. 

Central  Railroad  Company  of  New 

T prcov 

Filed  June  19,  1914. 


241.  John  Korb 
vs. 

Sheffield  & Tionesta  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Filed  June  24,  1914. 


242.  Frank  D.  Geer 
vs. 

Cambria  Incline  Plane  Company. 
Filed  June  26,  1914. 


243.  Health  District  of  the  Borough  of 
Ellwood  City 
vs. 

Pittsburgh,  Harmony,  Butler  & 
New  Castle  Railway  Company. 
Filed  June  27,  1914. 


244.  Ferncliffe  Fishing  Club 
vs. 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 
Piled  June  29,  1914. 


245.  C.  C.  Piscus 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Piled  June  29,  1914. 


246.  Edward  G.  Meter 
vs. 

Metropolitan  Electric  Company. 
Piled  June  30,  1914. 


254.  John  J.  McEntee,  et  al. 
vs. 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Railroad 
Company. 

Filed  June  20,  1913. 


Proposed  increase  in  rate  on  coal  con- 
signed to  Philadelphia  for  harbor  de- 
livery. 

Pending. 


Train  connections  at  Tamaqua  with  trains 
of  the  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway 
Company. 

Pending. 


Rate  on  shipment  of  household  goods  from 
Tionesta  to  Warren. 


Pending. 


Excessive  rates  for  carriage  of  passengers 
and  vehicles. 

Pending. 


Failure  to  provide  drinking  water  and 
toilet  accommodation. 


Pending. 


Train  service,  Harrisburg  to  Benton. 


Pending. 


Train  service  to  and  from  Allentown . 


Pending. 


Excessiye  rates  for  electric  current  used 
for  lighting  and  power  purposes. 

Pending. 


Praying  for  establishment  of  crossing  over 
the  tracks  of  the  Philadelphia  & Read- 
ing Railway  Company  at  a point 
known  as  “Transfer  Sheds.” 

Pending. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1046. 


S.  C.  WALKER  AND  COMPANY 
vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  & READING  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


Alleged  excessive  rate  on  fertilizer 
from  Philadelphia  to  Chadd’s 
Ford. 


FUed  March  29,  1913. — Closed  August  4,  1913. 


This  complaint  arose  as  to  the  rates  assessed  on  fertilizer  from  Philadelphia  to 
Chadd’s  Ford,  it  being  alleged  that  it  was  discriminatory  as  between  the  rates 
charged  from  Philadelphia  to  Baltimore,  a longer  haul  in  the  same  direction,  and 
with  a further  allegation  that  a lower  rate  is  charged  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
Company  for  the  same  haul. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  averred  that  the  joint  rate  to  Baltimore  had  no  bear- 
ing on  the  case,  as  it  is  what  is  known  as  a “Water  competitive  rate,”  to  meet  con- 
ditions by  reason  of  water  lines  making  a very  low  rate  from  Philadelphia  to 
Baltimore,  and  that  the  route  by  its  line  to  Chadd’s  Ford  is  99  miles  as  compared 
with  28  miles  via  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad. 

A coj)y  of  this  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant,  and  as  nothing  further 
was  heard  from  it,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1070. 

JACOB  FELD 

vs.  [Alleged  excessive  freight  rate  on 

ERIE  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  f two  cars  of  scrap. 

THE  DELAWARE  & HUDSON  COMPANY.  J 

Piled  May  23,  1913. — Closed  August  4,  1913. 

Complaint  was  made  against  an  alleged  excessive  rate  charged  on  two  cars  of 
scrap  iron  from  the  Erie  Railroad  Company’s  yard  at  Scranton  to  the  Complainant’s 
yard,  a distance  of  six  mUes,  the  shipment  moving  on  the  Erie  Railroad  and  Dela- 
ware and  Hudson  Companies’  lines. 

Both  Respondents  in  answer  admitted  an  overcharge,  on  the  shipments  in  question, 
and  advised  that  they  stood  ready  to  make  refund  upon  the  receipt  of  the  original 
bills  of  lading. 

This  information  was  communicated  to  the  Complainant,  and  in  reply  he  advised 
that  the  proper  refund  had  been  made,  and  the  ease  was  accordingly  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1075. 


F.  B.  SMITH,  ET  AL., 
vs. 

ERIE  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


I In  re  station  facilities  and  train 
I accommodations  at  Blossburg. 


Filed  May  1913. — Closed  August  4,  1913. 


This  complaint  was  in  the  form  of  a petition  by  a citizens  committee  of  Bloss- 
burg, Tioga  County,  alleging  inadequate  mail  and  railroad  service  and  insanitary  and 
dangerous  condition  of  the  equipment  used  upon  the  Respondent’s  line. 
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The  Respondent,  in  answer,  denied  the  material  allegations  of  the  complaint, 
averring  that  its  coaches  and  station  house  at  Blossburg  were  kept  in  good  sanitary 
condition  and  well  lighted. 

The  Commission  advised  the  Complainant  that  it  had  no  jurisdiction  over  the 
mail  facilities  at  Blossburg  and  that  complaints  in  this  respect  should  be  made  to 
the  Post  Office  Department  at  Washington.  It  stated,  however,  that  if  the  railroad 
facilities  at  Blossburg  were  such  as  to  inadequately  meet  the  demands  of  the  public, 
that  it  would  take  up  this  phase  of  the  complaint  and  have  an  inspection  of  the 
premises  made  by  a representative  of  the  Commission,  if  the  Complainant  so  de- 
sired . 

No  further  advices  were  received  from  the  Complainant,  and  the  case  was  marked 
closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1077. 


j.  SHARON  McDonald 


vs. 

WATNESBURG  & WASHINGTON  RAIL- 
ROAD COMPANY. 


Petition  for  flag  stop  of  train  No. 
^ 158  at  Braddock. 


Filed  .Tune  .3,  1913. — Closed  August  4,  1913. 


Complaint  was  made  of  the  refusal  of  the  Respondent  to  stop  train  No.  158  at 
Braddock  on  flag,  alleging  that  there  was  no  train  going  eastward  (which  stopped 
at  Braddock)  between  6.38  o’clock  A.  M.  ond  3.18  o’clock  P.  M. 

The  Complainant,  upon  the  occasion  of  a personal  visit  at  the  office  of  the  Com- 
mission, stated  that  he  would  endeavor  to  furnish  additional  information  in  the 
support  of  his  complaint. 

Nothing  further  was  heard  from  the  Complainant  in  the  matter,  and  the  case 
was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1084. 


PRANK  P.  MYERS 


vs. 

THE  BELL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OP 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

AVESTERN  UNION  TELEGRAPH  COM- 
PANY. 


Listing  of  telephone. 


Filed  June  16,  1913.— Dismissed  August  4,  1913. 


The  Complainants  averred  that  up  until  just  prior  to  the  complaint  being  filed 
the  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania  would  accept  telephone  messages 
from  the  telephone,  White  Marsh-1726A.  and  charge  the  message  to  telephone 
Chestnut  Hill-616,  the  former  being  listed  as  a residence  ’phone  of  one  of  the  part- 
ners, and  the  latter  ’phone  being  the  business  telephone.  The  Respondent  in 
answer  stated  that  it  had  made  arrangements  to  continue  accepting  messages  to 
the  Telegraph  Companies  over  the  White  Marsh  exchange,  and  charge  the  same 
to  the  Telephone  listed  as  Chestnut  Hill  616,  and  as  this  apparently  satisfied  the 
Complainant,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1079. 


THEODORE  R.  HELB 
vs. 

WESTERN  MARYLAND  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


'V 


Unreasonable  increase  in  freight 
^ rates. 


Filed  June  7,  1913. — Closed  August  4,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  the  Respondent  Company  had  on  May  16th,  1913, 
unjustly  increased  the  rate  in  freight  from  York  to  East  Berlin,  in  Adams  County, 
from  the  former  rate  of  9 cents  to  15  cents  per  one  hundred  pounds  on  beer  in  kegs, 
and  from  the  former  rate  of  8 cents  to  12  cents  per  one  hundred  pounds  on  empty 
beer  kegs. 

The  Respondent,  in  its  answer,  explained  that  when  checking  over  its  rates,  it  was 
discovered  that  lower  rates  were  in  effect  on  this  article  from  York  to  East  Berlin 
than  from  York  to  Berlin  Junction,  a point  more  distant  from  York  than  East 
Berlin ; and  that  in  order  to  eliminate  the  violation  of  the  Long  and  Short  Haul 
Clause  of  the  Constitution,  the  East  Berlin  rates  were  made  to  apply  to  Berlin 
Junction. 

The  Commission  advised  the  Complainant  that  as  he  had  made  no  allegation  as  to 
the  excessiveness  or  unreasonableness  of  the  rates,  but  had  merely  complained  of 
the  injustice  of  the  increase,  which  increase  the  answer  of  the  Respondent  satis- 
factorily explained,  the  Commission  could  not  proceed  further  unless  the  petition 
would  be  amended  to  include  a complaint  against  the  rates  themselves,  which  not 
being  forthcoming,  the  Commission  assumed  that  the  Complainant  acquiesced  in 
its  finding  on  the  matter,  and  ordered  the  ease  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1067. 


SPECTOR’S  DEPARTMENT  STORE 
vs. 

YORK  TELEPHONE  & TELEGRAPH 
COMPANY. 


Alleged  discrimination  through 
granting  one  year  contracts  to 
j,,  one  class  of  subscribers,  and  re- 
quiring five  year  contracts  of 
J other  subscribers . 


Filed  May  19,  1913. — Closed  August  4,  1913. 


Specter’s  Department  Store  at  New  Freedom,  a town  south  of  York,  complained 
that  the  York  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company  had  refused  to  install  a telephone 
in  Complainant’s  place  of  business  except  under  a five  year  contract,  whereas, 
patrons  in  the  City  of  York  and  the  territory  immediately  adjacent  thereto,  are 
furnished  telephone  service  on  one  year  contracts. 

The  Respondent  contended  its  rural  lines  were  so  expensive  to  supply  and  main- 
tain, that  it  became  necessary  to  require  a five  year  contract  to  justify  the  in- 
vestment involved  in  extending  its  line  to  the  various  subscribers  at  scattered 
locations  in  such  districts,  but  stated  its  willingness  in  the  event  of  death  of  a 
subscriber  going  out  of  business  or  unable  to  afford  the  payments,  to  cancel  such 
contract,  and  that  this  practice  was  uniform  with  the  exception  only  of  its 
service  in  and  about  the  City  of  York . 

The  Manager  of  the  Respondent  Company  having  requested  an  opportunity  to 
appear  before  the  Commission  for  the  purpose  of  explaining  the  reasons  actuating 
it  in  insisting  upon  the  two  classes  of  contracts,  the  Complainant  was  invited 
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also  to  appear  informally  before  the  Commission  at  the  same  time,  but  the  Com- 
plainant failing  to  respond  to  this  invitation  and  the  methods  of  the  Respondent 
not  appearing  to  be  reprehensible,  as  explained  to  the  Commission  by  its  repre- 
sentative, the  case  was  ordered  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1054. 

JOHN  J.  HENDERSON 

vs.  Refusal  to  continue  service  except 

THE  BELL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OF  r at  increased  rate. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

J 

E’iled  April  21,  1913. — Closed  August  4,  1914. 

The  Complainant,  J.  J.  Henderson,  of  Philadelphia,  submitted  to  the  Pennsyl- 
vania State  Railroad  Commission  correspondence  with  the  Bell  Telephone  Com- 
pany of  Pennsylvania  indicating  that  that  Company  had  notified  Complainant, 
in  writing,  of  its  intention  within  two  weeks  after  said  notice  to  cancel  the  con- 
tract under  which  it  had  theretofore  been  furnishing  telephone  service  to  Com- 
plainant’s residence  in  Melrose,  coupled  with  an  offer  to  substitute  therefor  a new 
contract  at  the  different  rates,  which  rates,  the  Complainant  avers,  would  mean 
increased  cost  to  him  for  his  telephone  service. 

The  particular  thing  that  the  Complainant  requested  the  Commission  to  do  was 
to  “estop  the  Respondent  from  discontinuing  his  service.”  This  the  Commission 
could  not  do,  for  the  reason  that  the  contract  made  by  respondent  with  the  Com- 
plainant contained  a clause  reading  that,  after  the  expiration  of  one  year,  the 
contract  was  subject  to  cancellation  upon  “10  days  notice  in  writing  by  either 
party,”  and  over  such  a contract  stipulation  the  Commission  could  exercise  no 
control,  and  the  Complainant  was  so  advised,  with  the  suggestion  that  should  he 
deem  the  rates  demanded  under  the  new  contract  to  be  excessive  or  unreasonable, 
the  Commission  will  be  willing  to  hear  proof  thereof,  after  which  further  action 
would  be  taken. 

To  this  communication  the  Complainant  did  not  respond,  and  the  case  was  accord- 
ingly closed  for  lack  of  prosecution , 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  941. 


JOHNSTOWN  TELEPHONE  COMPANY 


vs. 

CENTRAL  DISTRICT  & PRINTING 
TELEGRAPH  COMPANY. 


I Furnishing  telephone  service  to 
L business  houses  in  city  of  Johns- 
town at  residence  rates. 


Filed  October  5,  1912. — Closed  August  4,  1913. 

The  Complainant  alleged  that  the  Respondent  was  furnishing  telephone  service 
in  the  city  of  Johnstown  and  other  localities  in  Cambria  County  to  business  estab- 
lishments at  residence  rates,  and  that  the  Respondent’s  solicitors  were  still  en- 
gaged in  soliciting  new  business  among  business  men  at  residence  rates,  and  that 
by  the  inducements  offered  by  the  Respondent  to  patrons  of  the  Complainant,  many 
of  them  were  persuaded  to  cancel  their  contracts  with  the  Complainant. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent,  taking  up  seriatim  the  places  of  business  referred 
to  in  the  complaint  where  it  was  alleged  telephone  service  was  installed  at  resi- 
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dence  rates,  denied  the  allegations  of  the  Complainant  except  in  four  cases,  where 
the  telephone  instruments  were  located  in  the  place  of  business,  and  in  those 
instances  it  stated  the  classification  would  be  changed  from  “residence”  to  “busi- 
ness.” The  Respondent  averred  that  it  was  its  desire  to  deal  with  all  its  patrons 
without  discrimination,  but  that  in  the  cases  where  they  erred  in  permitting  small 
business  concerns  service  at  residence  rates  the  subscribers  would  be  required  to 
change  to  a “business”  basis. 

In  commenting  upon  the  answer  of  the  Respondent  the  Complainant  denied 
many  of  the  averments  of  the  answer,  but  stated  that  inasmuch  as  the  matter 
involved  would  be  governed  by  the  Public  Utility  Act  about  to  become  effective, 
and  that  the  Respondent  seemed  to  be  curing  some  of  the  evils  complained  of,  the 
the  case  be  held  in  abeyance  until  it  is  determined  whether  or  not  it  will  be  nec- 
essary to  submit  proof  of  the  charges  alleged. 

After  a delay  during  which  time  no  advice  was  received  from  Complainant,  the 
case  was  accordingly  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  876. 


BOROUGH  OP  MINERSVILLE 
vs. 

PEOPLE’S  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 


1 Inadequate  passenger  and  freight 
I station  facilities  at  MinersvUle. 


Filed  May  21,  1P12. — Closed  August  4,  1913. 


Complaint  was  made  against  the  inadequate  station  facilities  of  the  Respondent 
at  Minersville,  alleging  insufficient  seating  capacity,  insufficient  lighting,  heating 
and  toilet  facilities.  It  was  further  alleged  that  freight  was  allowed  to  remain 
in  the  waiting  room  of  the  station  over  night,  not  only  crowding  the  alerady  over- 
crowded waiting  room,  but  by  the  very  nature  of  things  producing  an  odor  to  the 
discomfort  of  the  patrons  of  the  Respondent.  Also  that  the  station  was  closed  at 
nine  o’clock  P.  M.,  whereas  their  cars  ran  until  twelve  o’clock  midnight.  Other 
allegations  were  made  as  to  the  inconvenience  to  which  the  patrons  of  the  Respondent 
were  subjected  by  reason  of  inadequate  facilities. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  denied  the  necessity  for  additional  accommodations, 
averring  that  those  afforded  compared  favorably  with  the  accommodations  afforded 
by  other  railway  companies  operating  under  similar  conditions. 

Commenting  upon  the  answer  the  President  of  the  Borough  denied  the  material 
averments  of  the  answer  filed  by  the  Respondent  and  requested  that  a date  for 
hearing  be  appointed. 

A hearing  was  held  in  the  Council  Chamber  of  the  Borough  of  Minersville  August 
1,  1913,  at  which  testimony  was  taken  and  forms  a part  of  the  record  in  the  case. 

Upon  receipt  of  advice  from  the  Respondent  that  certain  improvements  recom- 
mended had  been  made,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 

Subsequently  the  Complainant  alleged  that  the  station  was  not  being  kept  open 
during  the  hours  when  cars  were  operated,  and  that  being  one  of  the  grounds 
of  complaint,  asked  that  a recommendation  be  made  by  the  Commission. 

The  Commission  advised  the  Respondent  that,  in  its  judgment,  the  station  in 
question  is  of  no  practical  use  unless  it  is  kept  open  for  the  accommodation  of 
the  passengers  from  the  time  the  first  car  is  operated  to  and  from  that  station 
in  the  morning  until  the  conclusion  of  its  operation  at  night. 
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Later  a communication  from  the  Respondent  advising  that  in  accordance  with 
the  views  of  the  Commission,  the  station  would  be  kept  open  during  the  hours  of 
operation  from  said  station,  and  thus  the  final  cause  of  complaint  having  been 
moved,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  986. 


TERMINAL  COAL  COMPANY 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Demurrage  charge. 


Piled  December  17,  1912. — Closed  August  5,  1913. 


Complaint  was  made  against  an  alleged  excessive  demurrage  charge  on  coal 
shipped  to  the  Complainant.  The  Complainant  claims  that  the  delay  in  unloading 
was  due  to  the  fact  that  the  coal  was  frozen  when  received,  thus  delaying  the 
Complainant  in  unloading. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  maintained  that  the  charges  assessed  were  liable  and 
proper  under  its  published  tariff. 

After  a full  consideration  of  the  facts  before  it,  the  Commission  rendered  the  fol- 
lowing 

OPINION. 


The  Commission  having  carefully  considered  your  communications 
respecting  the  complaint  of  the  Terminal  Coal  Company  and  the  papers 
submitted  in  connection  therewith,  ascertain  the  facts  as  follows: 

At  the  time  the  cars  in  question  were  constructively  delivered  to  the 
Complainant  the  coal  was  in  such  frozen  condition  as  to  be  incapable  of 
being  unloaded  within  the  prescribed  free  time,  but  from  time  to  time, 
subsequent  to  those  dates,  the  cars  were  moved  and  placed  for  actual 
unloading  and  the  unloading  accomplished  as  rapidly  as  possible,  this 
actual  delivery  being  somewhat  delayed  in  consequence  of  the  time 
actually  required  for  such  unloading.  Thus  the  oars  being  so  frozen  when 
constructively  delivered  as  to  prevent  their  prompt  unloading,  the  actual 
unloading  of  them  seems  to  have  been  accomplished  as  rapidly  as  the  con- 
dition of  the  coal  would  permit. 

The  Respondent  now  seeks  to  charge  the  Complainant  with  demur- 
rage on  the  ground  that,  after  actual  placement,  the  Complainant  was 
able,  b.v  use  of  great  effort,  to  unload  the  cars  within  the  free  time 
period  from  such  actual  placement,  but,  it  appears  to  the  Commission 
that,  under  the  Demurrage  Rules  cited  by  Respondent,  it  would  be 
authorized  to  collect  only  such  demurrage  as  might  accrue  from  the  time 
when,  after  constructive  placement,  the  cars  become  in  such  condition 
as  to  permit  of  unloading  in  the  usual  way  up  to  the  time  when  they 
were  actually  unloaded,  after  allowing  the  free  time  period  to  be  de- 
ducted therefrom . 

For  instance,  if  the  cars  were  placed  constructively  on  the  5th  of  the 
month  and  by  reason  of  their  frozen  condition  could  not  then  be  unloaded, 
.and  still  remaining  in  that  constructive  delivery  position  on  the  7th 
had  so  thawed  out  th.at  thev  could  be  unloaded  in  the  ordinary  man- 
ner and  were  not  actually  delivered  and  unloaded  until,  say  the  11th, 
then  from  the  period  when  they  became  capable  of  being  unloaded,  say 
the  7th.  up  until  the  time  they  were  actually  unloaded  and  released, 
less  two  days’  free  time  allowed  by  the  Rules,  a charge  for  demurrage 
would  probably  accrue;  but,  if,  on  the  other  hand,  taking  the  dates 
already  mentioned , the  cars  remained  in  such  frozen  condition  from  the 
time  of  constructive  delivery  up  until  actual  deliyery  and  were  then 
only  unloaded  by  means  of  unusual  effort,  and  that  accomplished 
within  the  free  period,  the  Company  would  not  be  entitled  to  make  any 
demurrage  charge. 

The  facts  do  not  seem  to  be  controverted  at  all — Respondent’s  Agent’s 
statement  being  in  accord  with  that  of  the  Complainants, — The  foregoing 
views  apply  only,  of  course,  to  the  cars  engaged  in  intrastate  trafiic, 
and  we  assume  no  right  to  sneak  about  the  demurrage  accruing  on  the 
cars  engaged  in  interstate  trafiic. 
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It  is,  therefore,  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  that  no  demurrage 
should  be  charged  on  any  ears  which,  by  reason  of  the  fi'ozen  condition 
of  the  cargo,  were  incapable  of  being  unloaded  within  the  free  period 
after  the  constructive  delivery,  and  were  unloaded  within  the  period 
after  the  condition  of  the  coal  admitted  of  that  being  done. 

The  Respondent  advised  that  inasmuch  as  aU  but  one  of  the  cars  in  question 

were  engaged  in  interstate  traffic,  with  the  permission  of  the  Commission  it  would 
prosecute  the  claim  in  court.  The  Commission  advised  that  upon  this  point  it 
had  no  opinion  to  express. 

The  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  987. 


W.  B.  BELL 

vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  LINES  WEST  OF 
PITTSBURGH. 


'j  Alleged  insufficient  clearance  be- 
tween car  and  side  of  bridge  at 
^ New  Castle  plant  of  Caimegie 
Steel  Company. 


Filed  December  18,  1912. — Closed  August  4,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  insufficient  clearance  between  the  side  of  a car  and  the 
side  of  the  bridge  at  the  New  Castle  plant  of  the  Carnegie  Steel  Company. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  averred  that  the  time  the  bridge  in  question  was 
constructed,  to  wit,  in  1905,  the  clearances  were  sufficient,  but  since  that  time 
two  switches  had  been  brought  out  upon  the  bridge,  which  reduced  the  clearances 
from  the  center  of  the  side  track  to  the  girder  on  one  side  to  five  feet,  nine  and 
one-half  inches  and  on  the  other  side  to  five  feet  six  inches,  but  that  instructions 
had  been  given  to  make  whatever  changes  were  necessary  to  provide  sufficient 
clearance  between  the  girders  and  the  sides  of  cars  passing  over  it. 

The  Respondent  advised  that  on  July  17,  1913,  the  alterations  necessary  to 
provide  the  proper  clearances  on  the  bridge  in  question  had  been  completed,  and  the 
cause  of  complaint  having  thus  been  removed,  the  ease  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1092. 


W.  R.  WHERRY 
vs. 


Unsafe 


condition 


ALTOONA  NORTHERN  RAILROAD 
COxMPANY. 


equipment. 


Filed  July  7,  1913. — Closed  August  5,  1913. 


of  track  and 


The  Complainant  alleged  the  unsafe  and  dangerous  condition  of  the  track,  road-bed 
and  equipment  of  the  Respondent  between  Juniata  and  Wopsononack. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  .advised  that  it  had  recently  been  merged ; that  .a 
general  improvement  of  conditions  was  going  on,  and  that  at  the  time  the  road 
and  equipment  had  been  greatly  improved  and  was  in  a safe  condition.  It  ad- 
mitted, however,  that  its  ears  had  no  air  brake  equipment,  but  that  they  ran 
slowly  and  every  precaution  was  taken  for  safety. 

In  view  of  the  statement  made  by  the  Respondent,  the  Commission  directed 
that  the  Complainant  be  advised  of  the  fact,  and  as  the  complaint  was  apparently 
satisfied  by  the  answer  of  the  Respondent,  the  case  was  directed  to  be  marked, 
dosed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1082. 

EDRIGA  KOPAN 
vs. 

WILKES-BARRE  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Filed  June  10,  1913. — Closed  August  19,  1913. 

Complaint  was  made  against  the  alleged  extreme  height  of  steps  on  open  cars 
operated  on  the  line  of  the  Respondent,  particularly  the  Harvey’s  Lake  Division. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  denied  that  the  steps  upon  its  open  cars  were  un- 
reasonably high. 

The  complaint  was  referred  to  Commissioner  Tone  for  investigation,  who,  after 
being  upon  the  ground,  reported  that  the  steps  of  some  of  the  open  cars  were  too 
high,  but  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  open  cars  complained  of  are  operated  only 
on  the  branch  line,  and  similar  cars  only  for  special  service,  and  furthermore,  to 
lower  the  side-board  of  open  cars  would  interfere  with  operation,  he  recommended 
that  the  Commission,  for  the  present  at  least,  should  not  request  the  removal  of 
the  open  cars,  but  recommend  the  erection  of  platforms  at  regular  stops  of  suffi- 
cient height  to  permit  its  patrons  to  enter  and  leave  cars  without  unreasonable 
effort,  and  that  whenever  necessary,  step  boxes  be  provided.  The  report  of  Com- 
missioner Tone  was  adopted  as  the  report  of  the  Commission. 

The  parties  to  the  complaint  were  advised  of  this  recommendation  and  the  case  was 
m, irked  closed. 


I In  re  height  of  steps  on  trolley 
I cars . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1078. 


E.  J.  SWANSON 
vs. 

NORTHWESTERN  PENNSYLVANIA 
RAILWAYS  COMPANY. 


In  re  extra  charge  made  on  ship- 
> ments  of  packages  to  Edinboro 
unless  prepaid. 


Filed  June  4,  1913. — Closed  August  20,  1913. 

This  complaint  was  made  against  the  assessment  of  an  extra  charge  of  ten  cents 
on  parcels  shipped  from  Erie  to  Edinboro,  where  the  charge  for  transportation  was 
not  prepaid. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  advised  that  the  extra  charge  was  in  the  nature  of 
an  insurance  fee  which  it  required  under  its  filed  tariff.  The  Respondent  submitted 
that  its  tariff  for  the  transportation  of  parcels  was  in  every  way  reasonable  and 
just,  and  was  arranged  to  compete  with  the  United  States  Government  Parcels 
Post  Rate. 

The  Commission  advised  the  Respondent  that  it  does  not  appear  to  the  Com- 
mission that  Respondent  is  justified  in  requiring  the  payment  of  insurance  in  order 
to  make  it  responsible  for  the  safe  transportation  of  packages  committed  to  its 
caiv  for  delivery  at  agency  points,  as  it  is  the  duty  of  the  common  carriers  to 
deliver  such  packages  according  to  the  contract,  and  that  they  cannot  escape  re- 
sponsibility by  an  insurance  requirement  for  loss  occasioned  by  the  Respondent’s 
negligence. 

In  further  reply  the  Respondent  suggested  certain  modifications  of  its  tariff  to 
cover  the  objections  of  the  Commission,  and  it  was  advised  as  the  suggested  changes 
complied  with  the  recommendation  of  the  Commission,  there  would  be  no  objection 
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to  making  the  same  effective ; and  further,  as  there  is  no  legal  duty  imposed  upon  the 
carrier  to  make  returns  to  a shipper  of  a receipt  from  the  consignee,  it  did  not 
appear  to  the  Commission  that  there  would  be  any  valid  objection  to  its  making 
a reasonable  charge  for  that  service 

The  Complainant  was  advised  of  the  decision  of  the  Commission,  with  the  further 
suggestion  that  he  is  not  compelled  to  insure  packages  shipped  by  him,  but  in  case 
he  does  want  to  secure  a receipt  from  the  consignee,  that  a charge  of  ten  cents 
per  package  is  not  unreasonable. 

The  case  was  directed  to  be  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1081. 

MAX  STEINBACH  ^ 

vs.  In  re  passenger  fares  for  non- 

BALTIMORE  & OHIO  RAILROAD  ^ agency  stations. 

COMPANY. 

J 

Filed  June  10,  1913.— Closed  September  10,  1913. 

The  complaint  alleged  that  at  non-agency  stations  on  the  line  of  the  Respondent’s 
road  patrons  of  the  road  were  unable  to  purchase  round  trip  tickets  to  Pittsburgh, 
being  charged  at  the  rate  of  three  cents  per  mile,  whereas  round  trip  tickets  could 
be  had  at  stations  where  agents  were  maintained  at  two  cents  per  mUe. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  averred  that  it  was  impracticable  for  its  conductors 
to  cairy  a supply  of  round  trip  tickets  to  accommodate  the  small  amount  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  stations  in  question,  and  it  did  not  see  how  it  could  remedy  the 
ma  tier . 

After  considering  the  facts  before  it  the  Commission  determined  that  as  the  traffic 
between  the  points  in  question  is  not  great,  it  did  not  feel  warranted  in  recom- 
mending any  change  in  the  present  method  of  operation  of  the  Respondent’s  line. 

This  information  was  communicated  to  the  Complainant,  and  as  no  further  advices 
w(-re  received,  the  case  was  ma(;ked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1093. 


RESIDENTS  OF  INDIANA  AND  WEST- 
MORELAND COUNTIES 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Protest  against  regulation  requiring 

/shippers  of  milk  from  New  Flor- 
ence to  load  same  on  train . 


Filed  July  7,  1913. — Closed  September  10,  1913. 

This  complaint,  signed  by  eleven  shippers  of  milk  from  New  Florence,  Westmore- 
land County,  over  the  line  of  the  Respondent,  protested  against  the  regulation  of 
the  Respondent  requiring  the  shipper  to  load  milk  on  the  cars,  alleging  that  the 
shipping  rate  was  sufficiently  high  to  warrant  the  Respondent  in  doing  the  work. 


152 


ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


Off.  Doc. 


The  Commission  advised  the  Complainant  that  the  subject  matter  of  the  complaint 
had  been  under  consideration  by  tlie  Commission  on  a previous  occasion  and  that 
they  had  been  advised,  by  the  carrier  that  the  existing  charges  for  the  transportation 
of  milk  were  made  relying  upon  the  assistance  from  the  shippers  to  load  the  same, 
and  that  if  that  assistance  were  not  rendered,  the  rate  would  have  to  be  increased 
owing  to  the  fact  that  more  help  would  be  required  by  the  Railroad  Company. 

The  Complainants  were  advised  that  if  they  desired  the  Commission  to  take  the 
matter  up  with  the  Respondent  and  were  prepared  to  substantiate  their  charges 
with  proof  that  the  rates  were  sufficient  to  require  the  carrier  to  load  the  com- 
modity without  assistance  from  the  shipper,  the  Commission  would  do  so. 

No  further  advices  were  received  from  the  Complainant,  and  the  case  was  marked 
closed  for  lack  of  prosecution . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1018. 


SHUMAKER  BROTHERS 
vs. 

BALTIMORE  & OHIO  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 


Alleged  overcharge  on  bark  Fair- 
„ hope  to  Big  Run. 

Excessive  rate  (supplemental). 


Filed  January  28,  1913. — Closed  September  10,  1913. 

The  Complainants  stated  that  they  shipped  bark  at  a minimum  carload  rate  of 

21.000  pounds,  and  that  the  Respondent  Company  practically  overcharged  them 
through  the  fact  that  they  furnished  for  this  lairpose  cars  that  would  not  hold 

24.000  pounds  of  this  commodity. 

The  Respondent  in  its  answer  contended  that  the  cars  furnished  the  Complainants 
were  the  same  as  those  used  for  the  loading  of  bark  under  similar  conditions  at 
other  points  on  its  line,  and  that  any  one  of  the  cars  in  dispute  are  large  enough 
to  contain  24,000  pounds  of  bark,  the  difficulty  in  the  instances  complained  of,  being 

due  to  the  fact  that  the  bark  was  not  properly  loaded  and  stowed  away  in  the 

1 

cars;  and  further,  that  the  minimum  weight,  while  deemed  sufficiently  low  to  suit 
this  commodity,  is  not  an  arbitrary  minimum  exacted  by  that  Company  but  is 
one  arrived  at  jointly  by  all  of  the  railroads  in  Central  Freight  and  Trunk  Line 
territory. 

In  replication  to  the  answer  of  the  Respondent  Company,  the  Complainants  held 
that  the  bark  had  been  packed  in  tightly,  that  the  Respondent  knew  that  the 
cars  were  to  be  used  for  loading  bark,  and  that  the  cars  furnished  were  without 
question  too  small  to  accommodate  the  minimum  weight. 

The  case  thus  resolves  itself  into  a dispute  as  to  the  capacity  of  the  cars  in 
question,  and  the  Commission  was  obliged  to  notify  the  Complainant  that  this  was  a 
question  of  fact,  which  could  only  be  determined  in  the  Courts  or  by  agreement 
between  the  parties:  and  in  the  absence  of  such  an  agreement,  the  Commission 
could  not  proceed  to  determine  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not  the  Respondent 
Company  was  warranted  in  making  the  transportation  charge  complained  of. 

The  Complainants  failing  further  to  prosecute  their  complaint  the  record  was 
marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1098. 


J.  F.  MEGINNES 


PHILADELPHIA  & READING  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


vs. 


Rate  of  fare  New  Hope  to  Phila- 
delphia . 


Filed  July  22,  1913. — Closed  September  12,  1913. 


Complaint  was  made  of  the  discriminatory  excursion  rate  charged  by  the  Re- 
spondent between  New  Hope,  Bucks  County,  and  Philadelphia,  citing  lower  rates 
charged  between  other  points  and  Philadelphia  where  the  distance  was  the  same  as 
from  New  Hope  to  Philadelphia. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  explained  the  various  matters  taken  into  consideration 
in  fixing  the  excursion  rates,  such  as  competition,  main  line  hauls  as  against  branch 
line  hauls,  and  other  conditions  existing  of  many  years  standing,  which  it  did 
not  feel  justified  in  disturbing. 

The  Commission  requested  the  Respondent  to  answer  the  complaint  in  more  definite 
form  and  to  advise  in  detail  why  the  request  of  the  Complainant,  to  be  placed  on 
a comparable  basis  with  the  other  points,  could  not  be  granted. 

The  Respondent,  in  further  answer,  stated  that  it  had  endeavored  to  adjust  all 
of  its  excursion  rates  in  Pennsylvania  on  the  basis  of  ninety  per  cent,  of  double  the 
one  way  fare,  with  a ten  day  limit,  but  that  it  had  varied  from  this  by  reason  of 
competition  in  the  Philadelphia  suburban  territory  and  on  cretain  other  divisions 
of  the  road. 

The  Commission  advised  the  Complainant  that  the  facts  before  it  did  not,  in 
its  opinion,  warrant  recommending  a i eduction  in  the  rates  complained  of. 

No  further  advices  wore  received  fron'  the  Complainant,  and  the  case  was  marked 
closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


The  complaint  set  out  that  the  Complainant  had  been  charged  $24.00  a year  for 
telephone  service,  while  his  neighbor  was  served  for  $12.00  a year  but  had  paid  for 
his  own  instrument. 

From  the  Respondent’s  answer  it  appeared  that  the  Complainant  maintained  a 
flour  mill,  and  was  quoted  a rate  for  business  telephone,  while  his  neighbor  was 
quoted  a residence  rate. 

The  Complainant  contended  that  his  farmer  neighbor  was  in  the  business  of  sell- 
ing poultry  for  a livelihood,  and  thought  ho  should  be  classed  at  the  same  rate 
as  his  flour  mill,  but  it  developed  that  the  Respondent  had  previously  offered  the 
Complainant  the  privilege  of  providing  his  own  telephone,  and  paying  for  a busi- 
ness telephone  on  the  same  rate  basis  as  that  charged  his  neighbor.  The  Com- 
mission deemed  that  such  offer  constituted  a satisfactory  adjustment  and  the  case 
was  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1090. 


W.  G.  GROUP 


YORK  TELEPHONE  & TELEGRAPH 
COMPANY. 


vs. 


Alleged  discrimination  between 
’’  subscribers . 


Piled  .July  1st,  1913. — Dismissed  September  12th,  1913. 
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COMPLAINT  LX)CKET  NO.  1033. 


.1.  B.  PEARSALL 
vs. 

WELLS,  FARGO  AND  COMPANY 
EXPRESS, 

ADAMS  EXPRESS  COMPANY. 


Rate  and  routing  on  shipment  of 
chickens  from  Grove  City  to 
Wilmington . 


Piled  February  20,  1913.— Closed  September  13,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  he  was  charged  an  excessive  rate  on  a shipment 
of  chickens  from  Grove  City  to  New  Wilmington  and  that  the  same  were  misrouted. 

Respondents,  in  answer,  advised  that  the  shipment  in  question  consisted  of  fancy 
poultry.  The  classification  established  a rating  for  common  market  poultry  and  a 
higher  rating  for  poultry  other  than  common  market  stock.  The  billing  records 
show  this  poultry  to  have  been  f.tncy  stock  and  were  accepted  as  such,  in  view  of 
tlu  fact  that  the  same  were  forwarded  to  Grove  City  for  exhibition  purposes ; but 
that  the  shipment  was  actually  routed  via  Mercer,  and  that  the  charges  should  have 
been  assessed  via  that  point;  and  there  was  an  overcharge  of  forty  cents,  which 
the  agent  at  New  Wilmington  has  been  instructed  to  refund  to  the  Complainant. 

As  this  effected  a settlement  satisfactory  to  the  Complainant,  the  case  was  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1034. 

G.  M.  SHELDON  & COMPANY 

vs.  Rate  on  hay  from  points  on  the 

LEHIGH  VALLEY  RAILROAD  ’’  Montrose  Branch  to  Pittston. 

COMPANY. 

Piled  February  24,  1913. — Closed  September  23,  1913. 

Complaint  was  made  against  <^he  rate  charged  upon  a carload  of  hay  from  the 
Montrose  Branch  of  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  to  Pittston,  for  Erie  Railroad  de- 
livery. 

A copy  of  the  Complaint  was  forwarded  to  the  Respondent  for  answer,  and  after 
considerable  correspondence  between  the  parties  to  the  complaint  and  the  Commis- 
sion, the  Respondent  put  into  effect  the  rate  of  9 cents  per  hundred  pounds  from  all 
points  on  the  Montrose  Branch.  Tliis  being  entirely  satisfactory  to  the  Complainant, 
the  case  was  accordingly  marked  closed 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1072. 

JOHN  R.  BARRON 

vs.  Excessive  rate  on  hardwood  lumber 

BALTIMORE  & OHIO  RAILROAD  Rockwood  to  McKeesport. 

COMPANY. 

.J 

Filed  May  24,  1913.— Closed  September  26,  1913. 

Complaint  alleged  overcharge  upon  a shipment  of  hardwood  lumber  from  Rockwood 
to  McKeesport.  It  alleged  not  only  an  excessive  rate  but  also  that  the  rate  was 
based  upon  excessive  weight. 

A copy  of  the  complaint  was  forwarded  to  the  Respondent,  and  in  answer  it  , 
averred  that  the  original  rate  had  been  $1.70  per  net  ton,  but  that  corrections  had 
been  issued  reducing  the  rate  to  $1.40  per  net  ton,  which  was  now  the  legal  rate 
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The  Respondent  advised  that  a refund  of  the  difference  between  the  two  rates 
had  been  made  to  the  consignee,  who  paid  the  freight  charges,  and  that  the  com- 
plainant should  properly  look  to  the  consignee  for  adjustment. 

No  further  advices  were  received  from  the  Complainant,  and  the  case  was  marked 
closed . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  874. 


EMPIRE  LIME  KILNS 
vs. 

CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY  OF 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


Discriminatory  rate  (original  com- 
plaint) . 

Excessive  rate  (supplemental) . 


Filed  May  24,  1912. — Closed  October  8,  1913. 

Complaint  was  made  against  an  alleged  discriminatory  rate  of  thirty  cents  per 
ton  on  lime  from  the  plant  of  the  Complainant  to  the  Junction  of  the  Pennsylvania 
Railroad  with  the  Central  Railroad  of  Pennsylvania  inasmuch  as  the  Respondent 
was  transporting  material  to  a more  distant  point  at  a rate  of  eight  cents  per  ton. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  denied  in  general  the  discrimination  in  rates,  and 
particularly  the  existence  of  an  eight  cent  rate  upon  any  commodity  moving  past 
the  plant  of  the  Complainant  or  between  any  points  on  the  Respondent’s  line. 

In  commenting  upon  the  answer  of  the  Respondent  the  Complainant  denied  the 
averment  therein  contained. 

A hearing  was  held  upon  the  complaint  at  Bellefonte  August  2,  1912,  at  which 
time  testimony  was  taken  and  is  a part  of  the  record  in  the  case. 

After  the  hearing  the  Complainant  amended  its  petition  so  as  to  embrace  ex- 
cessive charges  as  well  as  discriminatory  rates,  as  contained  in  its  original  com- 
plaint. 

After  a full  consideration  of  the  facts  before  it,  the  Commission  rendered  the 
following: 

OPINION. 

It  appears  from  the  papers  which  have  filed  and  from  the  evidence 
which  was  taken  at  the  hearing  at  Bellefonte  that  the  only  rate  which 
is  permitted  to  the  Complainant  is  one  of  thirty  cents  (30  cents)  per  ton. 

It  likewise  appears  from_  the  testimony  that  on  the  various  commodities, 
including  limestone,  pig  iron,  iron  ore,  coke  and  mill  cinder,  the  Re- 
spondent has  a rate  by  the  carload. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  that  the  Respondent  ought  to  fix 
a rate  per  car  upon  lime  which  would  enable  the  Complainant  to  ship  by 
the  carload.  This  could  be  done  with  such  reasonable  regulations  made 
by  the  Respondent  with  respect  to  loading  and  shipping  as  the  situation 
seems  to  require. 

In  compliance  with  the  recommendation  of  the  Commission  the  Respondent  ad- 
vised that  it  would  put  into  effect  a rate  of  $5.00  per  car  upon  lime  between  the 
points  in  question. 

The  Complainant  contended  that  the  rate  of  $5.00  per  car  did  not  relieve  the 
situation  as  it  was  practically  based  upon  thirty  cents  per  ton  nad  was  too  high 
to  enable  the  Complainant  to  do  business. 

The  Complainant  was  requested  to  state  the  capacity  of  the  cars  used  in  its 
shipments  of  lime,  and  in  response  it  submitted  a statement  showing  the  average 
capacity  of  cars  during  the  month  of  .\pril,  1912,  to  have  been  .52, .368  pounds, 
and  during  the  month  of  September,  1912,  46,245  pounds. 

. After  consideration  of  the  additional  facts  before  it  the  Commission  rendered  a 
further  opinion  as  follows: 
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OPINION. 

It  appears  from  the  testimony  that  the  Complainant  shipped  from  his 
plant  at  the  Empire  Lime  Kilns  to  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Junction  at 
Bellefonte,  a distance  of  7,976  feet,  in  the  month  of  April,  1912,  837,900 
pounds  of  lime,  and  in  the  month  of  September,  1912,  1,017,400  pounds, 
or  two  or  three  carloads  of  lime  each  day.  The  rate  charged  by  the  de- 
fendant for  transportation  from  his  plant  to  the  .function  is  $5.00  per 
car.  The  r.ite  charged  by  the  Defendant  for  transporting  limestone  from 
the  American  Lime  & Stone  Company’s  Pipe  Plant  to  the  Pennsylvania 
Railroad  Junction,  a distance  of  3,933  feet,  is  $2.00  per  car. 

The  opinion  of  the  Commission  is  that  this  is  a greater  difference  of 
rate  than  the  difference  in  distance  and  material  would  seem  to  justify, 
and  that  the  rate  charged  the  Complainant  upon  lime  ought  to  be  reduced 
to  such  a sum  as  will  constitute  a reasonable  charge. 

Upon  the  averment  of  the  Respondent  that  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  was 
unfair  to  it  the  case  was  re-opened,  and  after  a further  consideration  of  the  cor- 
respondence between  the  parties  and  the  Commission  it  was  determined  that  the 
Respondent  put  into  effect  a rate  of  ^.00  per  car  on  lime  from  the  plant  of  the 
Complainant  to  the  Junction  of  the  Respondent’s  line  with  the  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
road. 

Compliance  with  this  order  having  been  made,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1017. 


MANUFACTURERS  ASSOCIATION  OFA 
YORK 

vs.  > 

PENNSYI.VANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  [ 
ET  AL.  J 


Discriminatory  rate  on  bituminous 
coal  from  the  Clearfield  District 
to  York. 


Filed  January  24,  1913. — Closed  October  21,  1913. 


The  Manufacturers  Association  of  the  City  of  York  complained  to  the  Pennsylvania 
State  Railroad  Commission  that  the  rate  of  $1.50  per  gross  ton  over  the  lines  of  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  and  the  Northern  Central  Railway  Companies  on  bituminous 
coal  in  carloads  from  the  Clearfield  mining  region  to  York  is  discriminatory  as 
compared,  first,  with  the  rate  of  $1.30  to  Harrisburg,  a 28-mile  shorter  haul;  and, 
second,  with  the  rate  of  $1.60  to  Baltimore,  a 57-mile  longer  haul ; or  an  increase  over 
the  Harrisburg  rate  of  20  cents  for  the  additional  28  miles  to  York,  with  an  increase 
of  only  10  cents  for  the  additional  57  miles  to  Baltimore, — one-half  the  increase  for 
twice  the  distance. 

The  Respondent  filed  an  answer  denying  that  these  rates  were  discriminatory,  and 
contending  that  the  variations  in  rate  complained  of  are  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
rates  in  question  are  what  is  known  as  Group  Rates,  the  various  points  of  destina- 
tion in  a given  territory  being  grouped  according  to  geographical  and  other  con- 
siderations peculiar  to  the  coal  trade,  each  place  within  the  prescribed  area  taking 
the  same  rate,  and  admitting  that  the  artificial  boundaries  thus  formed  do  result 
at  times  in  apparent  discriminations  through  a different  rate  applying  to  two 
places  within  a short  distance  of  each  other  but  belonging  to  different  geographical 
groups. 

The  Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  and  Western  Maryland  Railroad  Companies 
applied  for  and  were  granted  leave  to  intervene  as  parties  Respondent. 
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After  receipt  of  complainant’s  comment  upon  the  answer  of  the  Pennsylvania 
Railroad  and  Northern  Central  Railway  Companies,  the  Commission  set  a hearing 
for  August  20,  1913,  which  was  postponed  at  the  request  of  the  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
road Company,  following  which  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Rail- 
road Company  filed  a petition  for  leave  to  intervene,  which  was  granted;  and 
shortly  thereafter  the  Western  Maryland  Railroad  Company  withdrew  its  request 
for  leave  to  intervene. 

A second  date  for  hearing  was  then  set,  this  time  for  September  26,  1913,  where- 
upon Counsel  for  all  parties  asked  that  the  hearing  be  postponed,  in  which  the 
Commission  acquiesced. 

For  a third  time,  the  Commission  appointed  a date  for  a hearing, — the  last 
being  for  October  7,  1913,  but  prior  to  that  date  the  Complainant  withdrew  its 
complaint,  and  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  949. 


MANUFACTURERS  ASSOCIATION  OF 
LANCASTER 

vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Excessive  rate  on  bituminous  coal 
^ from  Clearfield  District  to  Lan- 
caster . 


Filed  October  17,  1912. — Withdrawn  October  31,  1913. 


This  was  a complaint  against  the  alleged  excessive  rate  on  bituminous  coal 
from  the  Clearfield  District  to  Lancaster,  setting  forth  that  the  rates  charged 
from  said  region  to  Harrisburg  was  $1.30  per  gross  ton;  to  Elizabethtown,  Columbia 
and  Lancaster  $1.50  per  gross  ton,  and  to  Philadelphia  $1.60  per  gross  ton. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  admitted  the  rates  set  forth  in  the  complaint,  but 
denied  that  they  indicated  any  discrimination  as  against  Lancaster. 

The  complaint  was  referred  to  Commissioner  Brecht,  who,  after  investigation, 
made  report  to  the  Commission,  after  which  the  following  opinion  was  rendered: 


OPINION. 

In  the  complaint  of  the  Manufacturers’  Association  of  Lancaster  against 
a discrimination  in  freight  rates  to  Lancaster  on  shipment  of  bituminous 
coal  from  the  Clearfield  region,  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion,  in 
light  of  the  facts  submitted  to  it  by  Respondent  in  its  answer,  that  a 
rate  of  $1.30  per  gross  ton  from  Clearfield  to  Harrisburg,  $1.50  on  the 
same  line  to  Lancaster— 36  miles  east  of  Harrisburg,  and  $1.60  via 
Lancaster  to  Philadelphia — 105  miles  east  of  Harrisburg — is  not  an  equi- 
table adjustment  of  the  aforesaid  freight  rate  east  of  Harrisburg  since 
it  shows  a charge  of  twenty  cents  for  a straight  line  haul  of  36  miles 
from  Harrisburg  to  Lancaster  and  only  ten  cents  for  a continuation 
of  the  straight  line  haul  from  Lancaster  to  Philadelphia— a distance  of 
69  miles.  The  Commission,  therefore, 

RECOMMENDS 

That  hereafter  the  above  rate  on  bituminous  coal,  from  the  Clearfield 
District  to  Lancaster  and  to  points  between  Harrisburg  and  Lancaster, 
shall  not  exceed  $1.40  per  gross  ton. 

The  Respondent,  commenting  upon  the  opinion  set  forth  that  in  its  judgment, 
in  view  of  the  importance  of  the  matters  involved  a hearing  should  be  held,  at  which 
the  facts  could  be  more  fully  adduced,  which  suggestion  was  adopted  and  a hearing 
was  held. 
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The  Respondent  subsequently  filed  a supplemental  answer  setting  forth  in  detail 
its  position  in  the  matter  and  maintaining  that  the  reduction  in  the  rate  to  Lan- 
caster recommended  was  inequitable. 

After  the  filing  of  the  complaint  by  the  Respondent  herein  the  Manufacturers’ 
Association  of  York  instituted  a similar  complaint,  and  the  Commission  directed  that 
the  latter  complaint  should  be  considered  in  connection  with  the  complaint  filed 
in  this  case. 

The  Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Company,  averring  that  inasmuch  as  it  trans- 
ported considerable  quantities  of  coal  from  the  Clearfield  regions  to  Myersdale  and 
vicinity,  a reduction  in  the  present  rate  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company 
would  necessitate  a proportionate  reduction  in  its  rates,  asked  leave  to  intervene 
as  a party  Respondent,  and  its  request  was  granted  by  the  Commission. 

A petition  was  also  filed  by  the  New  York  Central  & Hudson  River  Railroad 
Company  asking  permission  to  intervene,  and  the  prayer  thereof  was  also  granted. 

Under  date  of  October  20,  1913,  after  a date  for  hearing  had  been  appointed,  the 
Manufacturers’  Associations  of  Lancaster  and  York,  by  counsel  requested  that  its 
complaint  be  withdrawn  without  prejudice,  which  was  accordingly  done. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  862. 


POSTAL  TELEGRAPH-CABLE  COMPANY  i 


vs. 

CENTRAL  DISTRICT  & PRINTING 
TELEGRAPH  COMPANY. 

THE  BELL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OF 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


Alleged  discrimination  in  diverting 
to  the  Western  Union  Telegraph 
Company,  telegrams  intended  for 
Postal  Telegraph-Cable  Company. 


Filed  May  2,  1912. — Closed  November  21,  1913. 

Complaint  was  made  that  the  Respondent  diverted  telegrams  to  the  Western 
Union  Telegraph  Company  intended  for  transmission  over  the  Complainant’s  line, 
stating  four  specific  instances  occurring  on  the  12th  of  April,  1912. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  averred  that  the  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company 
had  an  arrangement  with  the  Respondent,  as  well  as  with  numerous  other  telephone 
companies  throughout  the  country,  whereby  a party  wishing  to  send  a telegram 
could  call  the  telephone  operator  and  by  simply  using  the  word  “Telegram”  the 
party  would  get  an  immediate  connection  with  the  Western  Union  Telegraph  Com- 
pany. It  also  averred  that  a similar  arrangement  was  in  effect  with  the  Postal 
Telegraph  Cable  Company,  whereby  it  would  receive  the  same  service  where 
the  telephone  call  was  put  in  simply  “Postal”.  It  expressed  every  desire  to  render 
efficient  service,  and  averred  that  as  the  public  became  better  acquainted  with 
the  custom  the  service  to  all  concerned  would  be  improved.  It  requested  that  the 
complaint  be  dismissed. 

At  a later  date  a conference  was  held  with  the  representative  of  the  Respondent 
who  upon  request  agreed  to  furnish  additional  information.  Subsequently  he 
advised  that  the  Respondent  would,  with  the  permission  of  the  Commission,  be 
willing  to  substitute  the  word  “Western  Union”  for  “Telegram”  to  those  desiring 
to  transmit  telegrams  to  the  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  and  use  the 
word  “Postal”  for  similar  purposes  when  the  party  calling  desired  to  use  the  line 
of  the  Postal  Company. 
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This  action  was  approved  by  the  Commission.  The  Complainant  advised  the 
Commission  that  while  the  action  of  the  Commission  was  not  satisfactory  to  it, 
inasmuch  as  the  Bell  Telephone  operators,  in  many  instances,  discriminated  in 
favor  of  the  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  it  would  not  at  the  present  time 
ask  for  a hearing. 

Further  individual  complaints  were  received  by  the  Commission  citing  instances 
where  for  the  purpose  of  testing  the  service  of  the  Bell  Telephone  Company,  the 
party  calling  simply  said  “I  wish  to  send  a telegram”  and  that  they  were  immediately 
connected  with  the  Western  Union. 

The  Respondents  were  requested  to  inform  the  Commission  just  what  their 
instructions  to  their  operators  were  in  cases  of  this  kind.  The  Central  District 
Telephone  Company,  in  reply,  advised  that  a very  careful  investigation  had  been 
made  and  every  operator  questioned  in  the  matter  showed  that  she  fully  under- 
stood the  instruction  to  inquire  which  company  was  desired. 

A further  answer  of  the  Central  District  Telephone  Company  was  filed,  averring 
that  a very  careful  investigation  disclosed  that  the  Company’s  rules  in  the  matter 
in  question  were  being  rigidly  observed  by  its  employees  and  every  effort  was  being 
made  to  have  the  rules  literally  obeyed. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  submitted  to  the  Complainant  and  in  reply  it  re- 
quested that  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  be  reconsidered  with  a view  to  abolishing 
the  caU  word,  and  substituting,  as  formerly  the  number  call.  The  Commission 
advised  that  after  a careful  consideration  of  the  entire  matter  it  was  of  the  opinion 
that  the  action  of  the  Commission  previously  given  was  sufficient  in  the  matter 
and  declined  to  take  any  further  action. 

The  case  was  accordingly  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1055. 

JOHN  L.  WINELAND,  ET  AL.  N Alleged  excessive  freight  rate  on 
vs.  V limestone  screenings  from  Mt. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  J Etna  to  Martinsburg. 

Filed  April  21,  1913. — Closed  November  22,  1913. 

Complaint  alleged  that  the  freight  rate  of  85  cents  per  net  ton,  in  effect  on  limestone 
screenings  from  Mt.  Etna  to  Martinsburg,  was  excessive,  particularly  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  there  was  a rate  on  this  material  from  Carlin  to  Martinsburg  of  75 
cents  per  net  ton, — the  distance  for  the  latter  movement  being  31  miles  and  the 
former  being  36  miles,  over  the  same  route. 

The  Commission,  upon  consideration,  advised  the  Respondent  that  it  did  not 
see  why  there  should  be  any  difference  in  the  rates  for  shipments  from  Carlin  to 
Martinsburg,  and  those  from  Mt.  Etna  to  the  same  destination,  when  the  differ- 
ence in  distance  is  but  two  miles  and  the  commodity  is  the  same,  and  lines  over 
which  the  transportation  is  conducted  being  also  the  same. 

The  Commission  directed,  therefore,  that  a rate  not  exceeding  75  cents  per  ton 
for  the  transportation  of  limestone  screenings  between  Mt.  Etna  and  Martinsburg 
be  put  into  effect,  and  with  this  action  marked  the  case  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1002. 


F.  A.  LEHR,  ET  AL. 


1 


vs. 


Alleged  inadequate  trolley  service 
for  workingmen  at  special  hours. 


CILNTRAL  PENNSYLVANIA  TRACTION 
COMPANY . 


(Harrisburg  Railways  Company,  Successor).^ 


Filed  January  3,  1913. — Closed  December  2,  1913. 


A Committee  on  behalf  of  over  one  hundred  workmen  employed  at  Steelton,  filed 
this  complaint  before  the  Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commission,  alleging  that 
the  troUey  car  service  between  Harrisburg  and  Steelton  was  inadequate ; that  the 
cars  are  frequently  overcrowded  by  reason  of  an  insufficient  number  of  cars  during 
rush  hours  to  accommodate  the  increased  travel ; that  on  occasions  the  equipment 
is  faulty,  and  that  only  a small  percentage  of  the  cars  are  equipped,  with  jacks; 
and  that  the  transfer  privilege  should  be  extended. 

The  Municipal  League  of  Steelton,  by  its  Secretary,  asked  leave  to  intervene, 
which  was  granted,  but  shortly  thereafter  the  Municipal  League  withdrew  from  the 
case  advising  the  Commission  that  at  a conference  with  the  officials  of  the  Respon- 
dent Company  a re-arrangement  of  schedule  had  been  agreed  upon,  which  would 
provide  additional  service. 

The  Complainant,  F.  A.  Lehr,  however,  maintained  his  complaint  and,  following 
the  filing  of  an  answer  by  Respondent  Company,  and  replication  thereto  by  Com- 
plainant, a.sked  that  hearing  be  appointed,  prior  to  which  the  complaint  was 
amended  by  the  filing  of  an  additional  list  comprising  the  names  of  about  fifty 
persons  who  use  the  present  service  and  are  dissatisfied  therewith,  particularly, 
that  afforded  by  the  car  known  as  the  “Oberlin  Special.” 

The  Respondent  contended  that  the  service  rendered  the  Complainants  is  a 
special  one,  being  provided  by  five  special  morning  and  evening  runs,  operated  in 
addition  to  the  regular  schedule  and  at  such  hours  as  it  had  been  deemed  would 
best  accommodate  the  workingmen. 

The  Complainants  desired  that  the  five  special  cars  operated  in  the  evening, 
instead  of  being  spaced  several  minutes  apart,  should  be  bunched  and  operated  on 
the  sanie  schedule,  to  the  end  that  the  first  two  cars  would  not  become  so  overtaxed 
by  those  who  persist  upon  crowding  into  them  rather  than  wait  a few  minutes  for 
the  cars  following. 

At  the  hearing  the  Respondent  agreed  to  install  a larger  car  on  the  Oberlin  line, 
and  for  a trial  period  of  one  month  to  run  its  regular  Steelton  car  to  precede  the 
special  workingmen’s  cars  from  Steelton  to  Harrisburg,  during  which  time  the  Com- 
mission suggested  that  a record  be  kept  by  both  parties  and  a report  thereon  made 
to  the  Commission:  the  Respondent  being  directed  also  to  install  a signal  on  its 
Oberlin  Division. 

From  the  records  thus  furnished  the  Commission,  it  was  determined,  and  the 
parties  at  interest  so  advised  by  the  Commission,  that  the  evening  service  ap- 
peared to  furnish  sufficient  accommodation,  and  without  undue  overcrowding,  on 
every  day  excepting  Saturday  when  a small  car  is  put  in  service:  that  the  Re- 
spondent should  provide  a Saturday  car  of  the  same  capacity  as  those  in  service 
on  these  runs  on  other  days:  and  that  with  respect  to  the  new  allegation  now  for 
the  first  time  presented  to  the  Commission,  to  wit: — That  the  cars  are  overcrowded 
on  certain  evenings  of  each  week  when  the  workingmen  are  later  than  usual  in 
finishing  their  labor,  the  Commission  suggested  that  the  Complainant  should  com- 
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munieate  with  the  officials  of  the  Respondent  Company  and  inform  them  of  the  days 
of  the  week  when  such  condition  is  likely  to  exist  and  the  number  needing  trans- 
portation, as  otherwise  the  Company  could  not  be  expected  to  provide  such  addi- 
tional facilities. 

Not  hearing  further  from  Complainants,  it  was  assumed  that  this  satisfactorily 
removed  the  cause  of  complaint,  and  the  case  accordingly  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1073. 


W.  C.  BOLAND 
vs. 

CENTRAL  DISTRICT  TELEPHONE 
COMPANY. 


J 


In  re  cancelling  old  contract  and 
installing  new  at  higher  rate. 


Filed  May  28,  1913. — Closed  December  2,  1913. 


This  complaint  arose  from  the  termination  by  the  Respondent  of  a contract  with 
the  Complainant  for  telephone  service. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  averred  by  the  terms  of  the  contract  it  had  the 
right  to  terminate  the  contract  at  the  end  of  any  quarter  if  the  receipts  from  said 
telephones  were  deemed  insufficient,  and  that  it  had  exercised  that  right. 

The  Commission,  after  consideration  of  aU  the  facts  in  the  case,  advised  the 
Complainant  that  it  could  not  recognize  any  rate  that  would  be  discriminatory, 
but  that  if  the  rates  contained  in  the  new  form  of  conract  insisted  upon  by  the 
Resi3ondent  were  deemed  excessive,  the  proper  course  would  be  to  make  complaint 
against  those  rates. 

As  no  further  advices  were  received  from  the  Complainant,  the  case  was  marked 
closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1083. 


HINMAN  BROTHERS 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Excessive  produce  rate  out  of 
Philadelphia . 


Piled  June  5,  1913. — Closed  December  2,  1913. 


Complainant  stated  that  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  quoted  them  a rate 
on  produce  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  Altoona  at  17  cents  per  hundred  pounds  and 
a rate  from  Philadelphia  to  Altoona  of  27  cents  per  hundred  pounds,  and  requested 
the  assistance  of  the  Commission  to  secure  a reduction  in  the  latter  rate,  which  was 
alleged  to  be  excessive. 

The  Respondent,  in  its  answer,  explained  that  the  Complainant  is  not  thoroughly 
familiar  with  the  method  of  assessing  charges  on  mixed  carloads  of  produce,  in- 
vestigation showing  that  in  the  particular  cases  complained  of  the  shipments  from 
Philadelphia  contained  articles  rated  as  high  as  third  class,  whereas  the  shipment 
from  Baltimore  consisted  of  articles  rated  not  higher  than  fourth  class ; and 
further  stated  that  the  classification  rules  had  been  thoroughly  explained  to  Com- 
plainant, who  had  expressed  themselves  as  thoroughly  satisfied. 

No  further  action  of  the  Commission  being  necessary,  the  case  was  accordingly 
marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1088. 


HAMBURG  VITRIFIED  BRICK 
COMPANY 


A 

Alleged  excessive  rate  on  coal  from 


PHILADELPHIA  & READING  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


Auburn  and  Landingville  to  Ham- 
burg. 


Filed  June  28,  1913. — Dismissed  December  2,  1913. 


Complainant  alleged  that  the  rate  in  effect  on  Respondent’s  line  for  the  trans- 
portation of  coal  from  Auburn  and  LandiugviUe  to  Hamburg  of  90  cents  per  ton 
was  excessive  as  compared  with  the  rate  on  coal  in  effect  on  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
lines  covering  practically  the  same  territory  for  similar  distances. 

The  matter  was  referred  to  the  Respondent  Company  for  answer,  but  prior  to 
the  filing  thereof  Complainant  advised  the  Commission  that  it  had  taken  the  matter 
up  with  the  railroad  company  direct  with  a view  to  an  amicable  adjustment  of 
the  matters  complained  of,  and  the  case  was  therefore  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1097. 


BOROUGHS  OF  LANSFORD,  TAMAQUA,->^ 
SUMMIT  HILL  AND  COALDALE 
vs. 

EASTERN  PENNSYLVANIA  RAILWAYS 
COMPANY. 


Inadequate  service  and  equipment. 


Filed  July  16,  1913. — Closed  December  2,  1913. 


The  Respondent  presented  to  the  Commission  a complaint  instituted  against  it  by 
the  Boroughs  of  Lansford,  Tamaqua,  Summit  Hill  and  Coaldale,  in  which  it  was 
alleged  that  the  road  bed  all  along  the  line  was  in  a dangerous  condition,  the  cars 
insanitary  and  the  service  inadequate  to  accommodate  the  traveling  public. 

The  Respondent  requested  that  the  Commission  make  an  investigation  to  satisfy 
itself  that  the  complaint  wa  snot  well-founded. 

After  due  consideration  the  Commission  advised  the  Complainants  that  if  proof 
could  be  furnished  of  the  matters  alleged,  the  Commission  would  afford  them  an 
opportunity  so  to  do.  As  the  Complainants  expressed  no  desire  to  proceed  to  a 
hearing  in  the  matter  the  case  was  forthwith  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1101. 


>- Excessive  rate  of  fare. 


TOWN  COUNCIL  OF  THE  BOROUGH  OF^ 

TULLYTOWN 
vs. 

TRENTON,  BRISTOL  & PHILADELPHIA 
STREET  RAILWAY  COMPANY.  ^ 

Piled  July  26,  1913. — Closed  December  2,  1913. 


Complaint  was  made  alleging  an  exce.ssive  rate  of  fare  between  Tullytown  and 
Bristol,  and  Tullytown  and  Morrisville,  the  Respondent  advising  in  answer  that  the 
average  rate  of  fare  for  local  passengers  on  its  line  was  1.23  cents  per  mile  and  for 
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through  riders  1.50  cents  per  mile,  which  it  averred  was  by  no  means  excessive  but 
on  the  contrary  lower  than  the  average  rate  of  fare  charged  by  neighboring  troUey 
lines . 

As  the  Complainant  failed  to  further  prosecute  the  case  after  receipt  of  Respond- 
ent’s answer,  the  complaint  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1012. 

WALTER  M.  CLEVENSTINE  It... 

Inadequate  passenger  train  service 

VS  * 

. I to  points  north  of  Phoenixville. 

PENNSYL\ANIA  RAII.ROAD  COMPANY.  J 

Filed  January  20,  1913. — Closed  December  3,  1913. 

Complaint  was  made  of  the  inadequacy  of  the  evening  train  service  of  the  Re- 
spondent northward  from  Phoenixville,  alleging  no  service  in  that  direction  be- 
tween 4.56  o’clock  P.  M.  and  7.04  o’clock  P.  M.,  the  former  train  being  about  an 
hour  too  early  and  the  latter  an  hour  too  late  to  conveniently  accommodate  the 
traffic  originating  at  Phoenixville  and  points  south  of  that  place. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  admitted  that  it  had  from  time  to  time  received  re- 
quests for  an  additional  train  running  northward  from  Phoenixville  between  the 
hours  mentioned,  but  that  it  had  never  felt  that  there  was  sufficient  travel  to  justify 
it,  especially  as  the  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company  operated  two 
trains  between  the  points  in  question  between  the  hours  mentioned.  ' 

Commenting  upon  the  answer,  the  Complainant  set  forth  the  reasons  why  it  was 
impracticable  for  himself  and  other  commuters  to  use  the  trains  of  the  Philadelphia 
and  Reading  Railway  Company,  and  requested  a hearing. 

Subsequently  a petition  was  filed  with  the  Commission  signed  by  forty-two  persons 
praying  that  the  Commission  recommend  that  the  run  of  passenger  train  No.  435, 
leaving  Philadelphia  at  5.15  o’clock  P.  M.  and  arriving  and  terminating  at  Phoe- 
nixville at  6.15  o’clock  P.  M.,  be  extended  to  points  north  of  Phoenixville. 

A hearing  of  the  case  was  held  in  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  at  Harrisburg, 
April  15,  1913,  at  which  three  of  the  Complainants  were  present  and  the  Respondent 
represented  by  its  Assistant  General  Counsel. 

After  the  hearing  the  Respondent  submitted  a statement  giving  in  great  detail 
its  reasons,  from  a railroad  standpoint,  why  it  would  be  impracticable  and  un- 
profitable for  it  to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  extending  the  run  of  train  No.  435.  A 
great  deal  of  correspondence  passed  between  the  Commission  and  the  parties  to 
the  complaint  in  the  way  of  suggestion  to  overcome  the  grounds  of  the  com- 
plaint, among  which  was  the  issuance  jointly  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
Company  and  the  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company  of  a commutation 
ticket,  good  on  either  line,  in  this  way  increasing  the  train  service  between  the 
points  involved.  This  recommendation  did  not  meet  with  the  approval  of  the  Re- 
spondent. 

Finally,  under  date  of  October  30,  1913,  the  Respondent  advised  the  Commission 
that  as  the  result  of  the  rearrangement  of  schedules  for  the  general  improvement 
of  the  service,  the  extension  of  the  run  of  train  No.  435  north  of  Phoenixville  would 
be  authorized,  effective  November  30,  191.3. 

The  arrangement  thus  effected  was  satisfactory  to  the  Complainant,  affording 
them  the  service  for  which  they  prayed,  and  the  case  was  accordingly  marked 
closed . 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1086. 


BOROUGH  COUNCIL  OF  WEST 
MIDDLESEX 
vs. 

REPUBLIC  RAILWAY  AND  LIGHT 
COMPANY. 


1 

I 


Alleged  excessive  rate  of  fare  from 
West  Middlesex  to  Sharon. 


J 


Piled  .Tune  26,  1913. — Closed  December  8,  1913. 


The  complaint  alleged  that  Respondent  operated  various  street  railways  in  the 
vicinity  of  Sharon,  among  others  the  Wheatland  Street  Railway,  on  which  line 
the  rate  of  fare  was  alleged  to  be  excessive  as  compared  with  the  fare  in  effect 
on  other  lines  under  the  same  management. 

After  due  investigation,  the  Commission  rendered  the  following  Opinion,  dis- 
missing the  complaint: 


OPINION. 

The  reports  of  the  Wheatland  Street  Railway  Company  show  that 
its  railway  has  been  constructed  and  is  being  maintained  and  operated 
independently  of  the  railways  operating  either  between  Sharon  and 
Sharpsville  or  between  Sharon  and  Wheatland:  and  in  such  case,  it 
is  entitled  to  charge  a reasonable  rate  or  unit  of  fare  between  West 
Middlesex  and  Wheatland : and  the  reports  further  show  that  the  rail- 
way has  been  operating  at  a loss 

The  interurban  railways  must  have  various  fai-e  limits  and  zones ; 
and  as  long  as  five  cents  continues  to  be  the  unit  fare,  the  dividing  lines 
of  zones  cannot  always  be  at  uniformly  equal  distances  apart,  nor  exact 
distances  be  fixed  as  the  length  of  ride  far  one  unit  of  fare:  but  in  the 
consideration  of  the  reasonableness  of  any  rates  of  fare  or  the  length 
of  ride  for  one  fare  unit,  the  controlling  features  are  the  relative  loca- 
tions of  the  centers  of  manufacturing,  business,  shopping  .and  population 
of  the  districts,  with  the  origins  and  destinations  of  the  greatest  or 
heaviest  proportion  of  the  travel. 

As  the  distance  from  We.st  Middlesex  to  the  north-west  line  of  Wheat- 
land,  the  fare  limit,  is  3.2  miles  and  the  fare  is  five  cents,  it  is  con- 
sidered by  the  Conimission  that  tliis  is  a reasonable  fare  for  the  length  of 
ride  and  is  approximately  on  the  same  basis  as  the  fares  charged  and  the 
average  length  of  haul  of  the  large  majority  of  the  passengers  on  the 
railways  operating  in  and  out  of  Sharon. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  995. 


W.  W.  GALVIN 
vs. 

LAKE  SHORE  & MICHIGAN  SOUTHERN 
RAILWAY  COMPANY. 


Rate  on  mixed  carload  of  apples, 
!>•  potatoes  and  onions  from  Clarks 
Mills  to  .lamestown . 


Piled  November  19,  1912.— Closed  December  20,  1913. 

Complaint  was  made  against  an  alleged  excessive  charge  for  the  transportation 
of  a mixed  carload  of  apples,  potatoes  and  onions  from  Clarks  Mills  to  Avonmore, 
the  shipment  moving  over  the  Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern  Railway  from 
Clarks  Mills  to  Jamestown,  and  then  over  the  road  of  the  Pennsylvania  Com- 
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pany  to  Avonmore.  The  Complainant  alleged  that  he  had  been  quoted  a rate  of 
nine  and  one-half  cents  per  one  hundred  pounds  upon  the  shipment,  whereas 
the  charge  was  assessed  upon  the  basis  of  eleven  cents  per  one  hundred  pounds. 

A copy  of  the  complaint  was  forwarded  to  the  Respondent  for  answer.  The 
answer  of  the  Respondent  set  forth  that  the  shipment  moved  under  its  published 
fifth  class  rate  of  ehwen  cents  per  one  hundred  pounds,  under  an  original  bill  of 
lading  showing  a net  weight  of  thirty  thousand  pounds,  the  maximum  weight  under 
the  official  classification,  but  that  when  scaled  was  found  to  weight  forty-one 
thousand  eight  hundred  pounds,  and  upon  that  basis  the  rate  was  applied,  making 
a total  charge  of  forty-five  dollars  and  ninety-eight  cents.  It  denied  the  existence 
of  the  rate  of  nine  and  one-half  cents  per  one  hundred  pounds  alleged  by  the  Com- 
plainant to  have  been  quoted  to  him. 

The  Commission  requested  the  Complainant  to  furnish  whatever  proof  he  may 
have  of  the  quotation  of  the  nine  and  one-half  cent  rate,  and  in  response  to  this 
request  he  filed  a letter  from  the  Agent  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  at 
Avonmore  in  which  it  was  stated  that  the  rate  from  Avonmore  to  Clarks  Mill  was 
nine  and  one-half  cents  per  one  hundred  pounds,  minimum  weight  thirty  thousand 
pounds. 

The  fact  that  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  issued  a rate  of  nine  and  one- 
half  cents  per  one  hundred  pounds  from  Avonmore  to  Clarks  Mills,  and  the  Re- 
spondent a rate  of  eleven  cents  between  the  same  points  in  the  opposite  direction, 
was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Respondent,  and  request  made  for  an  explana- 
tion, the  Commission  advising  that  it  saw  no  good  reason  for  the  dissimilar  rates  in 
each  direction.  After  considerable  correspondence,  the  Respondent  advised  that 
in  view  of  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  it  would  put  into  effect  the  same  rate 
eastbound  as  existed  on  the  same  commodity  westbound,  and  requested  permission 
to  make  refund  for  the  difference  between  the  rate  charged  and  the  new  rate.  This 
permission  was  granted  and  the  Complainant  being  thus  satisfied,  the  complaint 
was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  840. 


RESIDENTS  OF  ALLEGHENY  AND  CAR-  ^ 
ROLL  TOWNSHIPS,  CAMBRIA 
COUNTY 


vs. 


Petition  for  flag  stop  at  Chest 
Road. 


PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  J 


Piled  March  22,  1912. — Closed  January  6,  1914. 

This  complaint  was  in  the  form  of  a petition  numerously  signed  by  residents 
of  Carroll  and  Allegheny  Townships,  Cambria  County,  praying  for  a flag  stop 
at  Chest  Crossing,  alleging  that  the  number  of  families  which  would  be  accommo- 
dated by  this  stop  would  aggregate  sixty  to  sixty-five,  or  about  three  hundred 
persons . 

An  inspection  of  the  situation  was  made  by  the  Commission  upon  the  ground. 

After  inspection  and  investigation  and  a full  consideration  of  the  matter,  under 
date  of  .luly  11,  1912,  the  following  opinion  was  rendered: 
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OPINION. 

After  an  inspection  of  the  locality  in  question  and  a careful  considera- 
tion of  all  the  facts  and  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  iiarticularly  of 
the  fact  that  for  a number  of  years  the  desired  accommodation  was  fur- 
nished at  the  point  in  question,  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  a 
reasonable  accommodation  for  the  patrons  of  the  Respondent  Company 
in  the  vicinity  of  Chest  Road  calls  for  the  establishment  at  Chest  Road 
Crossing  of  a flag  station  and  for  a shelter  shed  for  the  protcetion  of 
the  waiting  passengers  during  inclement  weather,  and  it  is  hereby 

RECOMMENDED 

That  the  Respondent  establishes  there  such  a station. 

The  Respondent  submitted  several  statements  showing  the  distance  from  Eckenrode 
Mill  and  Bradley  Junction  to  the  residences  of  the  persons  signing  the  petition, 
the  average  number  of  persons  using  the  trains ; a blueprint  showing  the  highways 
leading  to  Chest  Road,  and  the  distances  from  the  residences  of  the  persons  living 
in  the  vicinity  to  Chest  Road  Crossing.  It  averred  that  from  these  statements  it 
was  shown  that  3.4  passengers  took  trains  at  Eckenrode  MUl  and  possibly  an  equal 
number  from  Bradley  Junction,  or  6.8  persons  per  day.  At  the  solicitation  of  the 
Respondent  the  Commission  agreed  to  modify  its  order  to  the  extent  of  permitting 
the  Respondent  to  establish  a flag  stop  at  Chest  Road  Crossing  and  keep  an  ac- 
curate account  of  the  passengers  availing  themselves  of  the  service  for  six  months 
and  report  the  result  to  the  Commission,  when  the  advisability  of  making  the  stop 
permanent  would  be  considered. 

After  the  expiration  of  the  six  months’  test  the  Respondent  reported  to  the  Com- 
mission the  result  thereof  as  follows: 

Of  the  six  hundred  and  twenty-four  trains  passing  Chest  Road  Crossing  during  the 
test  period: 

301  had  no  pay  passengers, 

175  had  1 pay  passenger, 

76  had  2 pay  passengers, 

40  had  3 pay  passengers, 

19  had  4 pay  passengers, 

10  had  5 pay  passengers, 

2 had  6 pay  passengers, 

1 had  7 pay  passengers. 

In  view  of  the  small  percentage  of  persons  taking  advantage  of  the  additional 
accommodations,  the  Respondent  requested  that  the  order  of  the  Commission  be 
rescinded. 

The  Complainants  advised  that  persons  boarding  or  leaving  the  trains  of  the 
Respondent  at  Chest  Road  Crossing  were  required  to  pay  fare  beyond  that  point, 
and  this  fact  affected  the  result  of  the  test  made  by  the  Respondent. 

This  was  communicated  to  the  Respondent  with  the  suggestion  that  the  test 
be  continued  for  an  additonal  six  months  and  an  accurate  report  made  of  the  result. 

After  the  expiration  of  the  second  test  period  the  Respondent  reported  that  of 
the  416  trains  passing  Chest  Road  Crossing  during  the  test  period  592  paid  passengers 
were  taken  on  or  left  off  at  Chest  Road  Crossing,  or  an  average  of  1.18  passengers 
per  train . 

The  report  submitted,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commission,  did  not  indicate  that 
there  existed  necessity  for  the  stop  prayed  for,  and  the  case  was  marked  closed. 

The  Complainants,  expressing  dissatisfaction  with  the  action  of  the  Commission, 
requested  a re-hearing.  They  were  advised  by  the  Commission  that  during  the  second 
test  period  passengers  were  not  required  to  pay  fares  to  points  beyond  Chest  Road 
Crossing,  and  that  unless  this  fact  could  be  disproved  the  Commission  did  not  see 
the  necessity  for  a rehearing. 

Nothing  further  being  heard  from  the  Complainants,  the  case  was  marked 
closed . 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  980. 

RESIDENTS  OE  WILKES-BARRE  AND-. 

VICINITY 

vs.  L Inadequate  service. 

WILKES-BARRE  AND  EASTERN  RAIL-  [ 

ROAD  COMPANY. 

Filed  November  30,  1912. — Closed  January  6,  1914. 

Citizens  of  Wilkes-Barre  and  vicinity  complained  in  a petition  filed  of  the  in- 
adequate, unsafe  and  unsatisfactory  service  of  the  Respondent  in  the  operation 
of  its  road  from  Wilkes-Barre  to  the  Delaware  River. 

In  its  answer  the  Respondent  denied  the  principal  allegations  of  the  complaint, 
and  after  a consideration  of  the  answer  filed  the  Commission  directed  that  further 
information  be  furnished.  A supplemental  answer  was  filed  by  the  Respondent, 
in  which  the  Commission  was  advised  that  negotiations  were  being  carried  on  with 
the  Delaware  & Hudson  Company,  looking  to  the  execution  of  an  agreement  cover- 
ing the  mutual  grant  of  traffic  right  over  the  portion  of  Respondent’s  line  extending 
from  Plains  across  the  river  and  over  the  line  of  the  Delaware  & Hudson  Company 
from  a point  west  of  the  river  to  a point  west  of  its  old  trestle  which,  when  completed 
would  improve  the  service  complained  of. 

Upon  receipt  of  advices  that  the  agrement  referred  to  had  been  consummated, 
the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  999. 

T.  W.  FRIEND,  RECEIVER  FOR  KIDD'' 

BROS.  AND  BURGHER  STEEL  WIRE 

COMPANY  Inadequate  siding  facilities  at  Ali- 

vs.  I quippa. 

PITTSBURGH  AND  LAKE  ERIE  RAIL- 
ROAD COMPANY. 

J 

Filed  January  2,  1913. — Closed  January  7.  1914. 

It  was  alleged  that  prior  to  the  purchase  of  the  real  estate  at  Aliquippa,  Beaver 
County,  upon  which  the  Complainant’s  industrial  plant  is  erected,  and  which 
abuts  the  right  of  way  of  the  Respondent,  the  Plaintiff  entered  into  an  agreement 
v/ith  the  Respondent  for  an  exclusive  siding,  which  siding  was  constructed  about 
the  year  1905,  and  was  exclusively  used  by  the  Complainant  until  the  Fall  of  1911, 
when,  as  a result  of  an  exchange  of  property,  the  Complainant  was  deprived  of  the 
exclusive  use  of  the  aforesaid  siding  facilities,  to  its  great  inconvenience  and  finan- 
cial loss. 

The  answer  of  the  Respondent  set  forth  that  in  1903  the  Complainant  was  informed 
that  the  Respondent  would  construct  a siding  on  the  property  of  the  Complainant 
connecting  with  its  railroad,  under  the  uniform  siding  agreement  regulating  switch- 
ing connections  with  all  its  patrons.  This  offer  was  declined  by  the  Complainant, 
and  later  permission  was  given  to  the  Complainant  to  use  an  existing  siding  to 
enable  it  to  get  materials  to  its  proposed  plant  for  construction  purposes. 

The  request  of  the  Complainant  to  take  depositions  in  Pittsburgh  was  granted 
by  the  Commission.  After  considerable  time  had  elapsed  the  Commission  asked 
to  be  advised  as  to  the  progress  being  made  in  the  matter  of  the  taking  of  the  dis- 
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positions,  and  in  reply  Counsel  for  the  Complainant  advised  that  some  testimony 
had  been  taken  and  conferences  had  between  the  parties  and  it  was  doubtful  if  the 
case  would  be  argued. 

As  the  case  was  not  further  prosecuted,  on  January  7,  1914,  it  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1087. 

AMERICAN  FREIGHT,  AUDIT  & 

STORAGE  COMPANY 
vs. 

PENN  SI  L VANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  & HUDSON 
RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY, 

P.UFFALO,  ROCHESTER  & PITTSBURGH 
RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Piled  June  28,  1913. — Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Complainant  stated  that  for  the  transportation  of  empty  beer  carriers  from  Car- 
rolltown  and  Hastings  to  DuBois,  via  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad,  to  Mahaffey, 
New  York  Central  Railroad  to  Clearfield  Junction,  and  the  Buffalo,  Rochester  & 
Pittsburgh  Railway,  to  DuBois,  a higher  rate  had  been  assessed  than  was  quoted 
by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  for  the  entire  movement,  and  a claim  was  presented 
for  reparation  on  the  basis  of  the  lower  rate. 

It  appeared  to  the  Commission  that  the  rate  published  by  the  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
road Company  was  for  through  transportation  over  its  own  lines,  whereas  the  ship- 
ment in  question  moved  over  the  lines  of  three  different  railroad  companies. 

The  Complainant  was  accordingly  requested  to  advise  the  Commission  what  in- 
structions had  been  furnished  to  the  initial  carrier  as  to  the  routing  of  the  ship- 
maits.  As  the  Complainant  failed  to  furnish  the  information  requested  the  Com- 
mission directed  that  the  complaint  be  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


Alleged  excessive  rate  covering 
> thirteen  cars  of  empty  beer  car- 
riers from  Hastings  to  DuBois. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1091. 

JOHN  SLICKER 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  SOUTHERN  RAIL- 
ROAD COMPANY. 

Piled  July  7,  1913. — Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Complainant  objected  to  a rate  of  154  cents  per  hundred  pounds  for  the  trans- 
portation of  hay  from  Holden,  on  tlie  line  of  the  Pennsylvania  Southern  Railroad, 
to  Byrnedale,  on  the  line  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad,  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  excessive. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  Respondent  who  advised  that  an  error  had 
been  made  in  the  application  of  the  rate,  which  should  have  been  assessed  at  13 
cents  per  hundred  pounds  instead  of  15;|  cents  per  hundred  pounds,  and  advised  that 
the  matter  would  be  taken  up  with  the  Complainant  and  an  adjustment  made  of  the 
overcharge. 

The  case  was  accordingly  closed. 


'(-Rate  on  hay  Holden  to  Byrnedale. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1096. 


A.  D.  WINGERT,  ET  AL., 
vs. 

WESTERN  MARYLAND  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


Train  service  between  Cbambers- 
burg  and  Shippensburg. 


Filed  July  12,  1913. — Dismissed  January  7,  1914. 


Various  residents  of  the  vicinity  of  Culbertson,  petitioned  the  Commission  for 
its  assistance  in  securing  the  restoration  of  the  morning  and  evening  train,  which 
had  been  operated  on  the  B.  & C.  Division  of  the  Western  Maryland  Railway 
between  Chambersburg  and  Shippensburg. 

The  matter  was  referred  to  the  Respondent  which  advised  that  the  operation  of 
the  train  in  question  had  not  been  sufBcienlty  remunerative  to  warrant  its  contin- 
uance. The  total  amount  of  sales  for  the  month  of  March  (when  the  schedule  was 
changed)  at  Culbertson  was  averred  to  have  been  $31.40,  at  Pinola  $15.04,  and 
at  Shippensburg  $46.23. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  referred  to  Complainants  and  as  there  was  no  further 
prosecution  of  the  matter  made  the  ease  was  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  930. 

W.  H.  COX  AND  COMPANY 

vs.  Rate  on  lumber  from  Limestone 

LAKE  SHORE  & MICHIGAN  SOUTHERN  *"  and  Oil  City  to  various  points. 

RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

J 

Piled  September  9,  1912. — Closed  January  7,  1914. 

The  Complainant  alleged  a discriminatory  rate  on  lumber  from  Van,  Venango 
County,  to  Midland,  a distance  of  one  hundred  and  one  miles,  as  compared  with 
rates  on  the  same  commodity  to  more  distant  points. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  denied  that  the  charges  in  question  were  discrimina- 
tory or  unjust. 

The  Commission  advised  the  Complainant  that  it  had  no  authority  to  compel  the 
establishment  of  joint  rates,  but  that  if  any  rate  in  effect  was  regarded  as  un- 
reasonable or  discriminatory,  a complaint  in  that  respect  would  receive  the  attention 
of  the  Commission. 

The  Complainant  requested  a hearing  be  held,  at  which  testimony  was  taken  and 
is  a part  of  the  record  in  the  case. 

Subsequent  to  the  hearing  the  Respondent  advised  the  Commission  that  it  had 
arranged  with  the  Pitstburgh  & Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company  to  put  into  effect 
June  1,  1913,  new  rates  on  lumber  from  South  Oil  City,  Red  Bank  and  Kennerdell 
to  Woodlawn  at  $1.90  per  net  ton  and  $2.00  per  net  ton  from  Sligo  and  Brookville, 
such  rates  to  apply  on  carload  shipments. 

This  action  did  not  meet  the  approval  of  the  Complainant  and  the  matter  was 
further  considered  by  the  Commission,  after  which  an  opinion  was  rendered  as 
follows: 
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OPINION. 

There  is  more  or  less  coufusion  iu  this  case,  due  largely  to  uncertainty 
and  the  manner  of  presentation,  and  to  the  shifting  of  the  grounds  of 
complaint  iu  the  course  of  its  progress.  The  original  complaint,  filed 
September  7th,  1912,  after  stating  that  “our  shipping  point  on  this 
Railroad  is  Van,  Pa.”,  proceeds  as  follows:  “we  find  that  the  Lake 
Shore  Railway  is  charging  us  a 9^  cent  rate  from  Van  and  Oil  City,  in- 
clusive to  Sandy  Lake,  Pa.,  on  rough  lumber  and  railroad  ties  in  carloads 
to  Midland,  Pa.,  and  a IbJ  cent  rate  from  all  points  of  shipment  east  of 
Van,  Pa.,  inclusive  to  Limestone,  Pa.,  to  Midland,  Pa.”  The  latter  part 
of  this  statement  is  uncertain,  since  it  does  not  designate  the  points  of 
shipment  east  of  Van,  or  their  distance,  and  seems  to  be  in  conflict 
with  the  prior  statement  that  the  shipping  point  is  Van.  It  then  further 
proceeds;  “What  we  want  is  this — an  eight  cent  rate  on  lumber,  and  rail- 
road ties  in  carloads  on  the  Lake  Shore  Railroad  from  Limestone,  Pa., 
and  Oil  City,  Pa.,  inclusive  to  Sandy  Lake,  Pa.,  to  the  following  destina- 
tions, Midland,  Pa.,  Burgettstown,  Pa.,  Connonsburg,  Pa.,  and  Mingo 
Junction,  Ohio,  and  Bellair,  Ohio,  and  a six  cent  rate  on  pit  posts,  pit 
caps,  pit  ties,  and  quarry  ties  from  the  point  of  shipment  to  destinations 
as  outlined  above.”  This  request  for  the  fixing  of  rates  appears  to  substi- 
tute as  points  of  shipment  Limestone  and  Oil  City  instead  of  Van,  and  of 
points  to  tile  eastward  of  Van. 

In  order  to  reach  a determination  of  the  cause,  the  Commission  assume 
that  the  Complainants  intended  to  allege  excessive  and  discriminatory 
rates,  and  that  Van  is  the  point  of  shipment.  Over  rates  upon  goods 
shipped  to  Mingo  Junction  and  Bellair  in  Ohio,  the  Commission  has  no 
jurisdiction  for  the  reason  that  this  constitutes  interstate  traffic. 

The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  having  been  made  a party,  at  a 
hearing  before  the  Commission,  April  15th,  1913,  the  Complainants  ex- 
tended their  complaint  so  as  to  include  two  further  requests,  to  wit:  “an 
eight  cent  rate  from  Oil  City  to  Woodlawn,”  and  that  the  Commission- 
“tnake  a switching  charge  of  $4.00  per  car  at  Oil  City.” 

The  distance  from  Van  to  Midland  is  101  miles,  from  Van  to  Burgetts- 
town 143  miles,  and  from  Van  to  Canuonsburg  is  138  miles.  The  rate 
in  each  of  these  instances  is  nine  and  one-half  cents  per  hundred  pounds. 
The  distance  from  Oil  City  to  Woodlawn  is  by  way  of  Pittsburgh  152 
miles,  by  way  of  Stoneboro  95  miles,  and  the  rate  is  ten  cents  per  hundred 
pounds.  In  each  of  these  instances  also,  the  rate  was  a joint  rate, 
that  is,  the  proceeds  of  the  rate  were  divided  between  two  or  more 
roads  in  certain  definite  proportions. 

_ These  rates  referred  to  were  rates  upon  rough  lumber  and  railroad 
ties.  With  respect  to  that  part  of  the  complaint,  which  asks  for  a re- 
duction in  the  rate  upon  “pit  posts,  pit  caps,  pit  ties,  and  quarry  ties,” 
no  evidence  whatever  was  given,  and  no  facts  were  presented  to  the  Com- 
mission which  would  enable  it  to  reach  a conclusion.  With  respect  to 
the  reduction  of  rates  upon  the  rough  lumber  and  railroad  ties,  the 
Complainants  rely  upon  a comparison  with  the  rates  upon  similar  articles 
shipped  from  other  points.  The  distance  from  Van  to  Clairton  is  var- 
iously given  by  the  Complainants  as  195  miles,  212  miles  and  222  miles. 
The  distance  from  Van  to  Brownsville  is  variously  given  by  the  Com- 
plainant as  212  miles  and  222  miles.  The  distance  from  Oil  City  to  Lock- 
port,  N.  Y.,  is  244  miles.  The  distance  from  New  Castle  to  Buffalo, 
N.  Y.,  is  209  miles.  The  distance  from  Van  to  Irwin  is  188  miles.  In 
each  of  these  instances  the  rate  as  given  by  the  Complainants  is  eight 
cents  per  hundred  pounds.  These  were  the  only  instances  favorable  to 
the  cause  of  the  Complainants.  There  was  no  other  evidence  which 
supported  their  contention,  and  upon  them  their  case  must  depend. 

It  appears  that  with  respect  to  Brownsville  they  were  mistaken,  and 
that  in  that  case  the  rate  is  nine  cents  per  hundred  pounds.  The  Com- 
mission would  be  slow  to  rely  upon  the  facts  shown  with  respect  to  the 
routes  which  end  in  the  State  of  New  York,  for  the  reason  that  these 
places  are  outside  of  its  jurisdiction,  and  many  causes  unknown,  including 
possible  competition,  may  have  effected  the  rates.  Only  two,  therefore, 
remain,  which  are  helpful  in  forming  a judgment.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  rate  from  Warren  to  Midland,  156  miles,  from  Warren  to  Wood- 
lawn 151  miles,  from  Oil  City  to  Woodlawn  95  miles,  from  Warren  to 
Cannonsburg  193  miles,  from  Foxburg  to  Woodlawn  142  miles,  is  in  each 
instance  ten  cents  per  hundred  pounds. 

It  is  contended  by  the  Defendants  that  to  make  the  reductions  asked 
for  by  the  Complainants,  covering  as  they  do  numerous  points  of  desti- 
nation would  involve  a general  unsettling  of  rates,  and  their  relations 
with  other  carriers,  and  there  can  be  no  question  that  this  would  be  the 
result.  In  order  to  justify  the  Commission  in  taking  this  step,  there 
ought  to  be  strong  evidence  sufficient  to  make  it  clear  that  this  is  the 
proper  course  to  pursue.  The  evidence  in  the  present  case  is  meagre 
and  accompanied  with  uncertainty. 
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The  Commission  is,  therefore,  unable  to  recommend  that  the  rates  be 
reduced  as  requested  by  the  Complainants.  It  appears  from  the  evidence 
in  this  case  and  that  presented  in  the  complaint  by  ihe  same  Complainants 
against  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  Pile  No.  923,  that  this 
Company  maintains  switching  charge  from  South  Oil  City  to  Oil  City, 
a distance  from  half  a mile  to  a mile,  at  class  rates  of  three  cents  per 
hundred  pounds. 

The  rate  is  a switching  charge  for  transportation  from  the  team  tracks 
of  the  Company  at  South  Oil  City  to  the  tracks  of  the  Lake  Shore  & 
Michigan  Southern  Railway  Company,  and  those  of  the  Pittsburgh  and 
Erie  Railroad  Company,  in  Oil  City.  Prior  to  March,  1908,  there  was 
a switching  charge  of  $3.00  per  car.  The  existing  class  rate  of  sixty 
cents  per  ton  or  perhaps  $18.00  per  car  constitutes  an  enormous  increase. 

The  only  reason  asigned  for  it  is  that  the  former  agent  of  the  Company 
allowed  the  car  switching  rate  through  misunderstanding  or  misinterpre- 
tation and  “that  the  practice  was  not  proper”.  In  what  the  impropriety 
consisted  does  not  appear,  and  the  change  is  too  radical  to  be  commended 
unless  for  very  good  reasons. 

The  Commission  recommends  that  a switching  charge  of  not  more  than 
$4.00  per  car  for  transportation  from  the  team  tracks  at  South  Oil  City 
to  Oil  City  be  restored  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 

It  would  be  helpful  to  the  effort  to  reach  correct  conclusions  and  save 
much  labor  by  the  Commission  if  parties  in  their  complaints  and  answers, 
when  they  refer  to  a place  of  shipment  or  destination,  would  give  its 
location,  and  when  they  refer  to  a railroad  would  use  its  corporation 
title  instead  of  obscure  and  often  inaccurate  abbreviations. 

After  the  receipt  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  of  a copy  of  the  opinion 
it  requested  that  the  Commission  further  consider  the  matters  involved  as  it  did 
not  feel  that  the  decision  of  the  Commission  fully  covered  the  questions,  particu- 
larly as  to  the  Commission's  recommendation  of  a switching  rate  of  $4.00  per  car 
at  Oil  City. 

On  January  7th,  1914,  the  Commission  advised  the  Complainant  that  if  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  Company  had  ignored  the  recommendations  of  the  Pennsylvania 
State  Railroad  Commission  and  ho  is  desirous  of  further  prosecuting  the  matter, 
it  wUl  be  necessary  to  file  a new  complaint  with  The  Public  Service  Commission. 

As  the  Complainant  prosecuted  the  case  no  further,  it  was  marked  closed  for 
lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  923. 

W.  H.  COX  AND  COMPANY  ^ ^ „ 

Rate  on  ties  and  lumber  from  Oil 

VS  > ^ . 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  J various  points. 

Filed  August  29,  1912. — Closed  January  7,  1914. 

(Reference  is  made  to  the  report  in  Complaint  Docket  No.  930.) 

The  Complainant  alleged  unreasonable  rate  on  lumber  and  ties  from  its  lumber 
operations  in  Venango  County  to  various  points  upon  the  line  of  Respondent. 

It  subsequently  filed  a similar  complaint  against  the  alleged  unreasonable  rates 
from  various  shipping  points  to  other  points  upon  the  line  of  the  Respondent,  and 
the  two  complaints  were  considered  together.  In  this  case  the  Commission  ren- 
dered the  following 

OPINION. 

The  facts  in  this  case  run  parallel  to  and  are  identical  with  those 
in  the  case  of  the  same  Complainants  against  the  Lake  Shore  & Michigan 
Southern  Railway  Company,  Bhle  No.  930,  in  which  an  opinion  has  just 
been  filed,  and  recommendations  made. 

For  the  reasons  therein  given,  it  is  recommended  that  the  requests  of  the 
Complainants  for  reductions  in  rates  be  not  granted,  and  that  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  Company  restore  a switching  charge  of  not  more  than 
four  dollars  ($4.00)  per  ear  for  transportation  from  its  team  tracks  at 
South  Oil  (Dity  to  Oil  City. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1095. 


CRUCIBLE  STEEL  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Allowance  of  free  time  for  loading 
and  unloading  under  Demurrage 
Regulations  governing  inter-plant 
shipments. 


Piled  July  18,  1913. — Closed  January  8,  1914. 


After  the  tiliug  of  the  complaint  and  answer  thereto,  a hearing  was  held,  follow- 
ing which  the  Commission  entered  an  opinion  and  order  as  below: 


(In  July  8th,  1911,  the  Respondent  Company  issued  a rate  order 
(R.  No.  977,  yet  effective)  of  $2.50  per  car  upon  iron  and  steel  articles 
and  ore  “when  ari'angement  for  use  of  tracks  has  been  granted  by  the 
Operating  Department  between  two  plants  of  the  same  interest  for  local 
movement  by  individual  power,  distance  not  to  exceed  ten  blocks.” 

On  October  9th,  1911,  the  same  Company  issued  another  rate  order 
(R.  No.  982,  also  yet  effective)  of  $.50  per  car  upon  six  specified  com- 
modities, one  of  which  was  dirt,  “between  two  mills  of  the  same  plant 
tintra  plant  movement)  when  movement  is  by  individual  power  over 
carrier’s  tracks  and  when  arrangement  for  use  of  tracks  has  been  granted 
by  the  Operating  Department.”  v 

Both  of  these  rate  orders  related  to  movements  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

The  Complainant  Company  has  two  steel  mills  in  the  City  of  Pitts- 
burgh, located  along  the  branch  of  the  railroad  of  the  Respondent,  one 
of  them  at  Thirtieth  Street,  and  the  other  2,800  feet  distant,  within 
ten  blocks,  near  Thirty -sixth  Street.  A part  of  the  plant  at  Thirtieth 
Street  is  on  one  side  of  the  railroad,  and  the  other  part  of  the  plant  is 
on  the_  other  side  of  the  railroad.  Each  plant  and  each  of  these  two 
parts  is  connected  by  sidings  and  switches  with  tracks  of  the  Re- 
spondent’s railroad.  Cars  consigned  to  the  Complainant  are  delivered 
upon  interchange  tracks  in  the  yard  of  the  Respondent  at  Thirty-sixth 
Street,  and  from  there  the  Complainant  with  its  own  locomotive  and  its 
own  crew  takes  the  cars  over  its  sidings  and  the  tracks  of  the  Re- 
spondent to  its  plant  at  Thirty-sixth  Street,  or  to  whichever  part  of 
its  plant  at  Thirtieth  Street  it  may  desire.  With  the  car  or  train  of  the 
Complainant  is  a conductor  selected  by  the  Respondent  but  paid  by  the 
Complainant.  This  method  of  delivery  appears  to  have  been  of  advantage 
to  the  Complainant  and  at  least  was  accepted  by  it.  Testimony  was 
given  in  its  behalf  that  the  space  at  its  disposal  is  very  limited  and  that 
it  could  not  operate  its  plant  if  the  respondent  should  shift  the  cars 
into  its  yard  once  or  twice  a day.  It  frequently  happens  that  after  a 
ear  is  unloaded  by  the  Complainant  it  is  then  again  loaded,  taken  over  the 
tracks  of  the  Respondent  to  the  other  plant,  or  to  the  other  part  of 
the  same  plant,  and  again  unloaded.  It  sometimes  happens  that  after 
the  second  unloading  the  car  is  reloaded  and  returned  to  the  Respondent 
for  transportation  elsewhere.  In  those  instances  in  which  commodities 
are  transported  from  one  plant  or  one  part  of  the  plant  to  another,  a 
shipping  order  is  required  by  the  Respondent.  The  empty  cars  and  the 
cars  reloaded  for  shipment  outside  of  the  city  are  retiumed  to  the  Re- 
spondent at  Thirty-eighth  or  Twenty-ninth  Streets. 

The  Respondent  has  imposed  demurrage  at  the  rate  of  a dollar  per 
day  for  the  detention  of  each  car  beyond  the  usual  free  time  of  48  hours 
after  delivery  of  the  car  upon  the  interchange  tracks.  The  Complainant 
claims  that  this  is  an  improper  charge  when  the  inter-plant  or  intra-plant 
movements  covered  by  the  orders  aforesaid  are  made. 

The  difficulty  in  this  case  has  arisen  because  of  the  fact  that  the 
transactions  between  the  Complainant  and  Respondent  include  two  kinds 
of  movements,  and  that  the  effort  has  been  made  to  blend  them  together 
and  regard  them  as  but  one. 

The  first  of  these  transactions  relates  to  the  delivery  of  the  inbound 
freight.  The  delivery  of  this  freight  would  appear  to  be  complete  when 
the  cars,  placed  upon  the  interchange  tracks  at  Thirty-sixth  Street  are 
there  accepted  by  the  Complainant.  It  is  such  delivery  as  has  been  ac- 
ceptable to  both  parties.  The  subsequent  shifting  is  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  different  parts  of  the  Complainant’s  plant  are  separated  and  such 
shifting  is  done  by  the  Complainants  for  their  own  convenience.  The  fact 
that  the  conductor  is  selected  by  the  Respondent  does  not  change  the  situa- 
tion for  the  reason  that  it  is  necessary  that  he  should  understand  the 
method  of  conducting  business  and  the  rules  governing  the  railroad  of 
the  Respondent  in  order  to  avoid  accidents  and  to  have  this  transporta- 
tion accord  with  the  other  transportation  over  the  same  tracks,  and  this 
explains  his  selection. 
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There  is  nothing  in  the  evidence  to  show  that  it  was  not  in  the  con- 
templation of  the  parties  that  this  shifting  for  the  purpose  of  completing 
the  unloading  of  the  inbound  freight  would  be  done  within  the  usual 
free  time  allowed,  and  we  do  not  understand  either  that  such  free  time 
is  not  allowed,  or  that  any  exception  is  taken  to  demurrage  charged  on 
these  cars  for  detention  beyond  the  usual  48  hours  when  they  are  not 
engaged  in  the  inter-plant  movements  we  will  now  consider. 

The  second  series  of  transactions  are  of  a different  character ; and  just 
here  is  where  the  real  contention  of  the  parties  rests.  In  ordinary  cases 
when  a car  is  unloaded  it  is  returned  empty  to  the  carrier.  In  this 
instance,  owing  again  to  the  separation  of  the  plants  of  the  Complainant 
and  proximity  of  the  Respondent's  tracks,  it  becomes  a matter  of  con- 
venience to  the  Complainant  to  use  the  cars  after  they  are  emptied  for 
the  transportation  of  materials  from  one  part  of  the  plant  to  the  other. 
The  rate  orders  referred  to  provide  for  such  transportation They 
make  a rate  applicable  to  it.  They-  describe  the  commodities  which  may 
be  so  transported,  including  dirt,  which  is  not  at  all  likely  to  be  trans- 
ported otherwise  than  between  these  parts  of  a plant.  Each  time  that  the 
cars  of  the  Respondent  are  so  used  for  this  new  transportation  it  is  in- 
formed, because  it  requires  a shipping  order  to  be  issued  by  the  Com- 
plainant for  the  purpose  of  authorizing  the  movement  and  as  a basis  for 
the  assessment  of  the  proper  charge  therefor. 

Certain  free  time  for  loading  and  unloading  is  a necessary  incident 
of  all  demurrage  rules,  and  wherever  such  rules  apply  to  any  movement 
the  prescribed  free  time  must  also  apply.  Moreover,  w'hen  any  demur- 
rage accrues  on  any  movement  it  must  be  assessed  under  the  rules  appli- 
cable to  the  facts  of  that  particular  movement. 

Now  these  intra-plant  shipments  are  made  under  and  by  virtue  of 
the  rate  orders  above  mentioned,  and  it  is  to  be  noted  that  each  of  said 
orders  contains  the  following: 

Demurrage  and  Car  Service  Regulations. 

“Under  the  tariff,  w^hen  the  freight  is  to  be  loaded  by  consignor  or 
unloaded  by  consignee,  $1.00  per  day  or  fraction  thereof,  for  delay  beyond 
forty -eight  hours  in  loading  or  unloading,  will  be  added  to  the  rates 
named  herein  and  constitute  a part  of  the  total  charges  to  be  collected 
by  the  carrier  on  the  property  ; except  that  Car  Demurrage  Bureau  or 
local  regulations  at  shipping  point  or  destination  lawfully  on  file  wuth 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  shall  prevail  and  govern  at  said 
points.” 

Here,  then,  we  have  a definite  and  specific  demurrage  regulation  for 
these  very  shipments,  prescribed  by  this  Respondent,  which  states 
only  that  demurrage  will  be  assessed  “for  delay  beyond  forty-eight 
hours  in  loading  or  unloading,”  unless,  indeed,  there  be  some  local 
regulation”  * * * to  “govern  at  said  points.” 

For  such  “local  regulation”  the  respondent  refers  us  to  Section  E of 
Rule  3 of  the  Uniform  Demurrage  Rules  (Tariff  P.  R.  R.,  T.  D.-I.  C. 
C.  No.  .50)  which  reads  as  follows: 

“On  cars  to  be  delivered  on  interchange  tracks  of  industrial  plants 
performing  their  own  switching  service,  time  will  be  computed  from  the 
first  seven  A.  M.  following  actual  or  constructive  placement  on  such 
interchange  tracks  until  returned  thereto.” 

On  this  clause  of  said  demurrage  rules  the  Respondent  makes  its 
stand. 

But  this  is  a general  rather  than  a local  regulation , which  applies 
only  to  those  movements  in  and  for  which  cars  are  placed  on  interchange 
tracks,  and  evidently  does  not  apply  where  a distinctly  new  and  different 
shipment  of  the  car  intervenes  between  its  receipt  and  its  return  to  said 
tracks.  When  the  inbound  freight  is  unloaded  and  a new  and  different 
movement  is  inaugurated,  that  original  movement  is  terminated,  and 
the  application  of  said  local  regulation  then  ends.  After  such  unload- 
ing the  car  is  again  loaded  and  shipped  over  the  Respondent’s  rails, 
in  charge  of  its  employees  and  under  its  tariffs,  in  which  demurrage 
regulations  for  that  movement  are  embodied,  to  another  part  of  the  plant 
for  unloading,  thus  constituting  an  entirely  new  shipment.  For  this 
purpose  the  car  does  not  have  “to  be  delivered  on  interchange  tracks,” 
it  being  already  wuthin  the  plant  of  the  industry,  and  it  would  be  per- 
fectly useless  and  wholl.v  unnecessary  to  order  in  a new  car  or  to  return 
this  car  to  said  tracks  and  immediately  take  it  back  for  the  intra-plant 
movement:  and  this  was  certainly  never  in  the  contemplation  of  the 
parties.  That  individual  power  is  used  for  the  movement  may  affect  the 
rate,  but  it  does  not  change  the  movement.  Indeed  in  other  rate  orders 
of  the  respondent  (R-fl08  & .T-198.3)  the  rate  prescribed  is  the  same  whether 
the  movement  be  made  by  individual  or  by  carrier’s  power. 

It  is  only  by  completely  ignoring  this  intervening  intra-plant  move- 
ment that  the  so-called  “local  regulation”  can  possibly  be  made  to  apply 
here:  and  this  is  just  the  position  taken  by  the  Respondent  as  stated 
by  its  Counsel  at  the  hearing  (P.  .5)  when  he  says — “Our  theory  is  that 
we  know  nothing  of  that  movement.”  This  is  practically  an  admission 
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that  said  local  regulation  does  not  apply  to  the  movements  in  question 
here,  and  since  the  rate  orders  providing  for  said  movements  contain 
demurrage  regulations  applicable  thereto  they  must  be  so  applied.  So, 
it  is  evident  that  the  Respondent  regards  this  question  as  if,  after  the 
in-bound  freight  is  placed  on  the  interchange  tracks,  nothing  except  the 
unloading  of  that  car  occurs  until  its  return  to  said  tracks ; and  this, 
notwithstanding  it  has  in  the  meantime  conducted  another  movement  of 
the  same  car  over  its  tracks  and  made  its  proper  cliarge  for  that  ser- 
vice. This  is  a total  ignoration  of  the  essential  facts  of  the  case  and  a 
direct  violation  of  the  demurrage  rules  prescribed  for  these  intra- 
lilant  movements,  and  cannot  be  allowed. 

The  fact  is  that  these  parties  conferred  about  the  situation  at  Com- 
plainant’s plant,  both  being  familiar  with  conditions  there,  and  as 
a result  of  that  conference  said  rate  orders  were  promulgated , with  a 
full  understanding  of  just  how  the  movements  therein  provided  for 
would  be  conducted;  and  for  the  greater  part  of  the  time  since  those 
orders  were  made  effective  the  construction  given  them  by  the  Re- 
spondent accorded  entirely  with  that  herein  expressed  and  the  usual  free 
time  was  allowed. 

We  concluded,  therefore,  that  the  general  demurrage  regulations 
contained  in  said  rate  orders — and  in  any  similar  ones  for  these  intra- 
plant movements,  if  such  there  be — control. 

In  this  view  of  the  case  it  is  unnecessary  to  study  and  analyze  the  move- 
ments in  question  and  determine  their  exact  character  and  the  precise 
relation  of  the  Respondent  to  them  But  there  seems  to  be  no  reason 
why,  upon  this  new  and  additional  contract  for  such  movements,  the 
usual  free  time  for  loading  and  unloading  should  not  be  allowed.  Such 
free  time  has  no  relation  to  the  distance  the  commodities  have  to  be 
transported,  whether  2,800  feet  or  one  hundred  miles.  It  is  allowed 
for  the  purpose  of  loading  and  unloading,  and  these  designated  com- 
modities, or,  iron,  steel  and  dirt,  all  have  to  be  handled. 

We  do  not  regard  the  question  of  jurisdiction  as  serious,  for  we  as- 
sume no  authority  over  demurrage  accruing  in  interstate  transportation. 
As  we  view  the  matter,  the  cars  delivered  to  the  Complainant  in  inter- 
state transportation  cease  to  be  further  connected  therewith  as  soon  as 
they  are  unloaded  and  engaged  in  inter-plant  movements,  the  same  as 
if  they  were  then  loaded  for  out-bound  intra-state  transportation. 

Nor  do  we  discover  any  difficulty  because  of  the  average  demurrage 
agreement,  which  is  affected  not  at  all  by  the  character  of  the  shipments 
or  transportation  in  w'hieh  the  cars  may  be  engaged. 

ORDER. 

In  accordance  with  the  views  expressed  in  the  opinion  filed  herewith, 
this  Commission  hereby  determines  that  the  Complainant,  Crucible  Steel 
Company  of  America,  since  Rate  Orders  R.  No.  977  and  R.  No.  982  of 
the  Respondent,  The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  became  effective 
respectively,  has  been,  and  so  long  as  s.aid  Rate  Orders  remain  effective 
is  entitled  to  allowance  of  the  free  time  for  loading  and  unloading 
specified  in  said  orders,  and  directs  said  Respondent  to  grant  the  same. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  810. 


GEORGE  SLOYER 


vs. 


PHILADELPHIA  & WESTERN  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY . 

ADAMS  EXPRESS  COMPANY. 
PHILADELPHIA  & WEST  CHESTER 
TRACTION  COMPANY. 


Allegations 


against  service. 


Filed  December  2,  1911.— Dismissed  February  3,  1914. 

The  Complainant  filed  allegations  against  numerous  public  service  companies,  his 
main  complaint  being  lodged  against  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company 

That  the  north  side  sheds  at  Morton,  Clifton,  Swarthmore  and  Lans- 
downe  Stations  of  the  Baltimore  Central  Division  were  not  enclosed, 
thereby  causing  inconvenience  to  the  patrons  of  its  line. 

That  the  north  side  waiting  room  of  the  Media  Station  on  the  Balti- 
more Central  Division  was  not  heated. 
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When  this  condition  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Respondent,  the  latter 
at  once  advised  the  Commission  that  instructions  were  being  given  to  heat  the  station, 
thus  disposing  of  this  latter  count  by  the  Complainant. 

That  the  front  car  on  the  train  leaving  West  Chester  daily  at  9:23 
A.  M.  was  locked. 

The  Respondent  in  answer  advised  that  the  front  car  is  kept  locked,  as  the 
station  at  West  Chester  is  a dead-end  station,  the  rear  of  the  train  being  at  the 
station  under  the  train  sheds,  and  that  passengers  boarding  the  train  at  West 
Chester  could  not  get  into  the  front  coach,  unless  that  passenger  trespassed  on 
the  Company’s  property,  in  going  in  by  the  way  of  the  front  end  of  the  train. 
This  being  satisfactory,  the  Commission  dismissed  that  part  of  the  complaint. 

Adams  Express  Company. 

The  Complainant  alleged  delay  in  the  delivery  of  papers  from  Philadelphia  to 
Upper  Darby,  and  in  answer  Respondent  advised  that  the  shipment  was  marked 
“The  Weekly  Times,  Upper  Darby,  Pa.,’’  by  the  shipper,  but  as  the  billing 
office  for  Upper  Darby  is  Llanerch,  the  package  was  delivered  at  that  point,  and  the 
Complainant  was  advised  and  called  there  for  the  papers,  and  further,  that  the 
shipper  had  advised  the  Respondent  that  the  Complainant  first  ordered  the  pack- 
age sent  to  Milbourne  Mills,  but  later  changed  that  destination  to  Upper  Darby. 
The  Respondent  sent  its  representative  to  call  upon  the  Complainant,  who  in- 
formed the  representative  that  he  had  no  complaint  to  make  against  the  service, 
and  that  allegation  was  therefore  dismissed. 

Philadeiphia  and  West  Chester  Traction  Company. 

Philadelphia  and  Western  Railway  Company. 

The  Complainant  averred  that  these  Companies  indiscriminately  issued  passes, 
to  which  complaint  the  Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commission  advised  that  the 
Commission,  under  the  law,  has  no  jurisdiction,  but  it  was  a matter  for  adjudica- 
tion by  the  courts. 

Commissioner  Brecht  then  called  upon  the  Complainant  at  his  office  in  West 
Chester  for  a conference,  and  invited  him  to  meet  wit'n  the  Commission  in  Phila- 
delphia, but  the  Complainant  later  advised  that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  do  so. 

After  a careful  consideration  of  the  facts  of  the  allegations  made  by  the  Com- 
plainant, and  as  his  complaints  against  all  but  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany had  been  adjusted  or  dismissed,  the  following  Opinion  and  Recommendation 
was  made  October  25,  1912,  by  the  Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commission; 


OPINION. 

Complaint  has  been  made  before  this  Commission  that  the  open  stations 
maintained  on  the  north  side  of  the  P.  B.  & W.  Railroad  at  Lnnsdowne 
and  Swarthwore  afford  no  protection  to  passengers  from  cold  and  in- 
clement weather  while  waiting  for  trains,  and  a request  made  upon  the 
Commission  to  recommend  that  a room  at  one  end  of  each  of  said 
stations  be  enclosed,  as  was  done  at  Media,  and  properly  heated  for  the 
accommodation  of  passengers. 

The  exposure  complained  of  becomes  especially  a hardship  and  even 
dangerous  to  health  when  trains  are  late,  as  passengers  are  not  able  to 
learn  definitel.v  from  the  station  agent  when  belated  trains  will  arrive, 
and  are  therefore  compelled  to  leave  the  protection  of  the  main  station 
on  the  south  side  from  five  to  seven  minutes  before  the  time  at  which 
trains  are  scheduled  to  arrive,  and  cross  over  to  the  north  side  of  the 
road,  where  in  open  sheds  exposed  at  times  to  driving  rain  or  snow, 
they  are  obliged  to  wait  in  some  instances  from  a half  hour  to  three 
quarters  of  an  hour  or  more  before  their  train  arrives.  Such  exposures 
to  cold  weather  and  winter  storms  while  waiting  for  trains  is  particularly 
hazardous  to  old  people,  persons  in  feeble  or  impaired  health,  and  little 
children  who  may  be  under  the  care  of  their  mother  or  some  other  mem- 
ber of  the  family. 
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While  the  north  side  station  at  both  places  are  located  directly 
across  the  track  from  the  ticket  office,  and  therefore  only  a few  feet  away 
from  the  main  waiting  room,  yet  from  the  fact  that  these  stations  are 
only  reached  by  means  of  a high  overhead  bridge  in  the  one  case,  located 
at  the  extreme  end  of  the  station  yard,  and  by  rather  a difficult  subway 
to  pass  through,  similarly  located  at  the  other,  there  is  no  way  of 
taking  advantage  of  the  comforts,  facilities  or  protectiqn  of  the  main 
station,  when  passengers  have  once  crossed  over  to  the  north  side  to 
take  trains.  And  consequently  conditions  that  have  been  and  are  now 
prevailing  at  the  stations  in  question,  must  have  become  extremely  trying 
at  times  to  the  traveling  public  in  those  sections,  and  would  tend  to 
indicate  that  some  remedial  steps  should  be  taken  by  the  railroad  com- 
pany to  relieve  the  situation. 

It  would  be  a matter  of  but  trifling  cost  to  the  railroad  company,  as 
the  Commission  has  learned  from  an  inspection  of  the  two  places,  to 
inclose  a room  about  fifteen  feet  long  at  one  end  of  the  open  stations 
now  located  on  the  north  side  of  the  railroad  track  at  these  points,  and 
used  for  passenger  purposes,  and  thus  afford  the  desired  protection  to 
patrons  of  the  road  while  waiting  for  trains. 

The  Commission  is  of  the  Opinion  that  the  request  in  this  instance 
is  reasonable  and  proper,  and  the  protection  desired  should  be  granted, 
and  it  therefore 


RECOMMENDS 

That  the  necessary  steps  be  taken  in  due  season  by  the  Pennsylvania 
Railroad  Company,  to  provide  a sheltered  waiting  room  properly  heated, 
for  the  accommodation  of  passengers  at  each  of  the  north  side  stations 
at  Lansdo^vne  and  Swarthmore  on  the  P.  B.  & W.  Railroad.'’ 

The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  later  advised  that  the  shelters  recommended 
at  Lansdowne  and  Swarthmore  had  been  erected,  and  these  stations,  as  well  as  the 
station  at  Media,  had  been  supplied  with  heat. 

Subsequently,  many  indiscriminate  complaints  were  filed  by  the  Complainant 
before  The  Public  Service  Commission,  but  the  Complainant,  upon  being  re- 
quested to  comply  with  the  law  and  verify  his  complaint,  refused  to  do  so,  and 
the  complaints  were  therefore  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1099. 


PAUL  RUDERT 
vs. 

SAXONBURG  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 


}Long  distance  rate — Saxonburg  to 
Pittsburgh . 


Filed  July  25,  1913. — Dismissed  February  19,  1914. 

Complaint  was  made  against  the  practice  of  Respondent  in  charging  an  excess 
of  10  cents  in  addition  to  the  published  toll  rate  for  messages  from  Saxonburg  to 
Pittsburgh,  in  cases  where  such  calls  were  made  by  any  other  than  a subscriber. 

The  Commission  found,  upon  investigation,  that  it  was  the  prevailing  practice 
of  sub-license  or  minor  companies  to  make  a charge  to  non-subscribers  for  use  of 
service, — usually  5 cents  for  local  calls,  that  is,  calls  on  the  system  of  the  local 
company,  and  10  cents  to  exchanges  of  the  Bell  Company,  when  such  calls  are 
made  from  other  than  a public,  local  and  long  distance  pay  station.  The  reasons 
for  so  doing  is  given  that  this  is  the  only  way  to  protect  themselves  from  loss  of 
tolls  and  avoid  disputes  and  difficulties  with  subscribers  accounts. 

The  Commission  directed  therefore,  that  the  complaint  be  dismissed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1039. 


SPRING  BROOK  LUMBER  COMPANY  > 

TS. 


THE  BELL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OP 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


Alleged  excessive  and  discrimina- 
tory toll  charges  from  Moosic  to 
Scranton,  Taylor  and  Old  Forge. 


Filed  March  3,  1913. — Dismissed  April  9,  1914. 


The  controversy  in  the  above  named  case  arose  from  attempt  by  Respondent  to 
abrogate  a contract  of  eleven  years  standing  written  for  a period  of  one  year  and  to 
continue  thereafter  until  thirty  days  notice  was  given  by  either  party  to  the  other 
of  desire  to  terminate. 

It  was  shown  that  service  and  rates  had  been  and  still  were  satisfactory  to  the 
Plaintiff.  It  was  also  shown  that  by  reason  of  expansion  and  growth  of  the 
business  changes  were  imperative  in  the  manner  of  continuance  of  the  service. 
It  was  further  shown  and  established  that  such  changes  would  not  impair  the  use- 
fulness of  the  service  to  the  Complainant,  but  on  the  other  hand  would  result  in  a 
more  equitable  rate  to  all  patrons  of  the  service  in  the  locality  served  and  that  the 
proposed  changes  were  in  strict  accordance  with  best  established  usages  and  ap- 
proved method  of  furnishing  service. 

No  testimony  was  adduced  to  successfully  controvert  that  of  the  Respondent  to 
this  effect.  The  complaint  was  therefore  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1089. 


AMERICAN  PLATE  GLASS  COMPANY 

V8. 

KANE  & ELK  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


I Alleged  discriminatory  demurrage 
I charges. 


Filed  June  30,  1913. — Closed  May  6,  1914. 

The  Complainant  alleged  that  it  was  unable  to  obtain  the  advantage  of  the 
average  demurrage  rules  enjoyed  by  other  similar  concerns  upon  the  Respondent’s 
road . 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  denied  the  existence  of  any  so-called  average  demur- 
rage rules,  averring  that  it  was  required  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 
with  whose  lines  it  connected  at  Kane,  to  pay  4.5  cents  for  each  day  a car  re- 
mained upon  its  line,  and  that,  on  the  other  hand,  it  permitted  the  Complainant 
and  other  industrial  concerns  upon  its  line  48  hours  free  service ; that  its  demur- 
rage charges  were  reasonable  and  just  and  compared  favorably  with  those  charged 
by  other  carriers. 

Commenting  upon  the  answer  filed  by  the  Respondent,  the  Complainant  denied 
the  truthfulness  of  the  averment  of  the  Respondent  that  its  charges  for  demur- 
rage were  uniform,  and  alleged  that  in  an  agreement  between  the  parties  the 
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Respondent  agreed,  with  reference  to  freight  rates,  to  treat  the  plant  of  the  Com- 
plainant (located  four  miles  distance  from  Kane)  as  if  the  same  were  actually 
located  at  Kane,  but  notwithstanding  this  agreement  an  excess  rate  of  20  cents 
per  ton  was  charged  upon  most  of  the  material  delivered  to  it. 

A date  for  hearing  was  appointed  and  both  parties  were  represented  by  Counsel 
at  said  hearing.  Before  entering  upon  a formal  hearing,  request  was  made  and 
granted  by  the  Commission  for  a consultation  between  the  parties,  after  which  it 
was  reported  to  the  Commission  that  an  arrangement  had  been  agreed  upon  to  test 
the  operation  of  an  average  demurrage  agreement  for  a period  of  three  months,  at 
the  end  of  which  time  they  would  advise  the  Commission  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  agreement  would  continue  and  the  case  concluded. 

No  further  advices  having  been  received  from  the  parties,  the  case  was  marked 
closed  for  lack  of  prosecution . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  994. 


BOARD  OF  TRADE  OF  THE  BOROUGH'') 
OF  FALLS  CREEK 


vs. 


DUBOIS  ELECTRIC  TRACTION  COM- 
PANY. 


Failure  to  extend  lines  to  and  into 
Falls  Creek. 


Filed  December  28,  1912. — Dismissed  May  27,  1913. 

The  Complainant  petitioned  the  Commission  to  recommend  the  extension  of  the 
line  of  the  Respondent  to  the  Borough  of  Palls  Creek  alleging  that  as  at  present 
constructed  the  line  reached  a point  within  one-quarter  of  a mile  of  the  Borough, 
and  that  the  facilities  for  reaching  the  terminus  of  the  line  were  such  as  to  make 
it  very  inconvenient  and  dangerous  for  those  desiring  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
Respondent’s  service. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  averred  that  to  extend  its  line  into  the  Borough  of 
Falls  Creek  would  necessitate  the  crossing  of  no  less  than  fourteen  steam  railroad 
tracks,  which  presented  an  obstacle  impossible  to  overcome.  It  further  averred 
that  plans  had  been  accepted  by  the  State  Highway  Department  to  carry  the 
highway  across  the  above  mentioned  steam  railroad  tracks  by  means  of  a viaduct 
which,  when  completed,  would  enable  it  to  enter  the  Borough  in  a safe  and 
satisfactory  manner. 

In  commenting  upon  the  answer  of  the  Respondent  the  Complainant  denied  the 
necessity  for  crossing  fourteen  railroad  tracks,  averring  that  there  were  only  eight 
tracks  necessary  to  be  crossed  to  enter  the  Borough. 

The  Commission  made  an  inspection  of  the  condition  complained  of,  after  which 
it  requested  the  engineers  of  the  carriers,  as  well  as  the  engineer  of  the  State  High- 
way Department,  to  take  the  matter  up  and  arrange  to  adjust  it  so  that  the  ex- 
pense to  be  incurred  by  each  would  be  mutually  agreeable. 

After  a lapse  of  considerable  time  and  no  action  being  reported  to  the  Commission 
by  either  of  the  parties,  the  case  was  marked  dismissed, 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  1094. 

RESIDENTS  OF  MADERA,  ET  AL. 
vs. 

NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  & HUDSON 
RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

FUed  July  7,  1913.— Closed  June  16,  1914. 

Complaint  was  filed  by  Charles  E.  Haines,  on  behalf  of  residents  of  seven  muni- 
cipalities in  Clearfield  County,  situated  on  the  line  of  the  Pennsylvania  Division 
of  the  New  York  Central  & Hudson  River  Railroad  as  follows:  Clearfield,  Faunce, 
Carnwath,  Eoardman,  Medera,  Glen  Hope  and  Irvona,  petitioning  for  the  re- 
establishment of  the  passenger  train  service  which  had  been  formerly  in  operation 
between  Clearfield  and  Irvona,  v/ithout  change  of  cars,  and  which  service  is  now 
superseded  by  a mixed  freight  and  passenger  train ; for  a revision  of  the  time-table 
to  the  original  schedule,  or  to  insure  better  connections  at  various  points  with  other 
lines  by  reducing  the  running  time,  and  to  eliminate  the  passenger  transfer  at 
Dimeling  Junction ; or,  in  lieu  thereof,  for  the  installation  of  one  additional  pas- 
senger train  daily  in  each  direction. 

These  petitions  were  filed  with  the  Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commission  and 
transferred  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  on  August  4th,  1913,  which  latter 
Commission  made  one  inspection  and  held  two  hearings. 

The  Respondent,  in  its  answer,  averred  that  the  changes  which  had  been  made 
were  necessitated  by  the  reduced  earnings  of  the  branch  in  question,  as  the  pas- 
senger train  had  not  been  paying  operating  expenses ; that  the  territory  was  very 
“thin”  for  passenger  travel ; and  that  local  freight  is  handled  only  between  Irvona?, 
Glen  Hope  and  Madeira;  and  filed  at  the  request  of  the  Commission,  a statement 
showing  cost  of  operating  the  pas^^nger  train  under  the  new  schedule ; and  later, 
filed  an  offer  for  the  re-establish:,.,  ui  of  its  passenger  schedule,  which  did  not  meet 
with  the  approval  of  the  Commission  because  the  time  of  the  morning  run  would 
be  materially  lengthened,  and  passengers  would  arrive  in  Clearfield  only  eighteen 
minutes  earlier. 

Approving  the  report  of  its  sub-Committee,  the  Commission  advised  the  Re- 
spondent that  it  should 

First:  Discontinue  the  handling  of  freight  on  the  passenger  train ; and 

Second:  Furnish  service,  starting  from  Irvona  before  7 o’clock  A.  M.,  reaching 
Clearfield  before  9 o’clock  A.  M.  ; leaving  Clearfield  before  5 o’clock  P.  M.,  arriving 
at  Irvona  before  7 o’clock  P.  M. 

At  the  request  of  the  Respondent,  which  demurred  against  compliance  with  this 
Order,  a re-hearing  was  held,  following  which  the  Commission  re-affirmed  its  pre- 
vious opinion. 

The  Respondent  petitioned  the  Commission  to  withhold  the  enforcement  of  its 
Order,  pending  the  decision  in  the  complaint  of  Chester  H.  Ashton  vs.  New  York 
Central  & Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  involving  passenger  train  service  on 
the  Cowanesque  Branch,  in  which  case  an  Order,  if  made,  might  affect  the  general 
arrangement  of  passenger  trains,  so  as  to  require  a subsequent  re-arrangement  of 
the  service  on  the  Pennsylvania  Division 

Upon  the  adjudication  of  the  Ashton  complaint,  the  Commission  directed  the 
Refpondent  to  comply  with  the  Order  already  entered,  the  effective  date  of  the 
new  service  to  be  not  later  than  the  beginning  of  the  Summer  schedule.  The  Re- 
spondent advised  that  the  changes  approved  by  the  Commission  were  put  into  effect 
on  June  16,  1914,  and  the  case  was  ordered  to  be  closed. 


I Passenger  train  service  between 
^ Clearfield  and  Irvona. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  14. 

( HARLES  H.  J.  BARNETT 
vs. 

THE  BELL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OF 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Filed  August  6,  1913.— Dismissed  August  19,  1913. 

This  was  a complaint  as  to  the  service  rendered  by  the  Respondent  Company  in 
Philadelphia,  but  before  any  action  was  taken  on  it  the  Company  adjusted  the 
matter  with  the  Complainant,  and  at  his  request,  the  case  was  dismissed. 


^In  re  telephone  service. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  3. 


THE  DUQUESNE  COMPANY 
vs. 

BALTIMORE  & OHIO  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY. 


Delay  in  placing  freight  car. 


Filed  August  4,  1913. — Withdrawn  September  9,  1913. 


Complainant  alleged  the  delay  of  Respondent  in  placing  a car  ordered  by  the 
shipper.  It  appeared  that  there  was  a misunderstanding  as  to  the  type  of  car 
ordered,  which  was  explained  and  the  shipment  moved  by  the  carrier  before  the 
complaint  was  received  by  it.  The  complaint  was  withdrawn. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  7. 


D.  W.  VAN  CAMP 
vs. 

PLAINFIELD  RURAL  BELL 
PHONE  COMPANY. 


TELE- 


j Refusal  of  unincorporated  Com- 
> pany  to  furnish  service  at  estab- 
lished rate. 


Filed  August  11,  1913.— Closed  September  12,  1913. 


This  was  a complaint  that  certain  persons,  conducting  a private  telephone  line 
in  Cumberland  County,  refused  to  allow  the  Complainant  to  use  their  line. 

It  was  dismissed  because  the  Commission  had  no  jurisdiction  over  the  persons 
complained  of,  who  were  not  a public  service  company. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  10. 


JAMES  E.  DECKER 
vs. 

RAMEY  WATER  COMPANY. 


^Inadequate  service. 


Filed  August  14,  1913. — Dismissed  September  12,  1913. 


Ihis  was  a complaint  that  the  Re.spoudent  Company  did  not  furnish  water  to  the 
home  of  the  Complainant  in  the  Borough  of  Ramey,  Clearfield  County. 

It  appeared  that  the  house  of  the  Complainant  was  at  a higher  elevation  than 
the  Company  had  agreed  to  siipjily,  and  that  the  matter  of  the  complaint  bad  been 
investigated  by  the  Engineer  of  the  Water  Supply  Commission,  who  reported  that 
it  could  not  be  improved  without  injury  to  the  other  consumers.  The  complaint 
was  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  2. 

JAMES  C.  YERKES  Alleged  excessive  rate  on  iron 

vs.  L pulley  wheel  from  Reading  to 

UNITED  STATES  EXPRESS  COMPANY.  J Goldsboro. 

Filed  July  31,  1913. — Closed  September  23,  1913. 

This  complaint  was  based  on  the  fact  that  express  deliveries  at  Birdsboro  were 
made  at  the  Wilmington  and  Northern  Railroad  depot,  and  not  at  the  station  at’ 
the  junction  of  said  road  with  the  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway,  where  there 
was  also  a station. 

The  complaint  was  forwarded  to  the  Respondent  Company  and  it  at  once  made 
arrangements  for  the  deliveries  as  requested  and  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  30. 


V.  C.  DWYER 
vs. 

CENTRAL  DISTRICT  TELEPHONE 
COMPANY. 


} 


Refusal  to  continue  contract  for 
telephone  service  under  rates  now 
in  effect. 


Piled  August  30,  1913. — Closed  September  24,  1913. 


Complainant  averred  that  the  Respondent  Company . proposed  to  cancel  its  con- 
tract for  telephone  service  and  substitute  therefor  a contract  which  Complainant 
did  not  consider  so  favorable. 

The  Commission,  upon  investigation,  found  that  the  contract  under  which  service 
had  been  furnished  provided  that  at  the  expiration  of  one  year  from  the  date  thereof 
but  ten  days’  notice  was  required  from  either  party  for  advice  as  to  its  cancellation, 
and  the  Commission  therefor  advised  the  Complainant  that,  under  the  terms  of 
said  contract,  the  Respondent  Company  had  a right  to  cancel  the  same  upon 
notice  as  prescribed.  The  case  was  forthwith  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  26. 


AUBURN  SHALE  BRICK  COMPANY  -n 


vs. 


Alleged  refusal  to  issue  reasonable 


PHILADELPHIA  AND  READING  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY, 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


joint  rate  on  brick  from  Auburn 
to  Hazleton. 


Piled  August  29,  1913. — Dismissed  September  26,  1913. 


This  complaint  was  against  a joint  rate  of  $1.75  per  net  ton  quoted  the  Com- 
plainant on  a shipment  over  the  two  railroads  mentioned,  from  Auburn  to  Hazleton. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  Railroad  "Companies , and  upon  investigation 
it  was  proved  that  the  rate  quoted  was  due  to  a mistake,  and  a new  rate  of  $1.00 
per  net  ton  was  made,  which  was  satisfactory  to  the  Complainant,  and  the  case 
was  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  44. 


KEYSTONE  BONE  FERTILIZER  COM- 
PANY 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Rate  on  fertilizer  from  Philadel- 
phia to  Freemansburg,  North- 
ampton County. 


Filed  September  24,  1913.— Dismissed  October  8,  1913. 


This  was  a complaint  against  a rate  on  fertilizer  from  Philadelphia  to  Preemans- 
burg. 

Upon  investigation,  it  appeared  that  the  shipment  in  transit  moved  partly  through 
the  State  of  New  Jersey,  which  constituted  interstate  transportation.  The  Com- 
plainant was  therefore  advised  that  this  Commission  could  not  exercise  jurisdiction, 
and  the  complaint  was  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  52. 


SUNBURY  TABLE  WORKS 
vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  & READING  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


> Claim  for  overcharge. 


Filed  October  3,  1913.— Withdrawn  October  8,  1913. 


Complaint  alleged  an  overcharge  of  $18.00  due  to  the  Respondent  Company  placing 
a fifty  foot  car  when  a forty  foot  car  was  ordered . 

Before  answer  was  filed  by  the  Respondent  Company  the  Complainant  ad- 
vised that  satisfactory  adjustment  had  been  made  and  requested  permission  to 
withdraw  the  complaint,  which  was  granted. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  24. 


W.  J.  WHITE 


T. 


vs. 

W.  PHILLIPS  GAS  AND  OIL  COM- 
PANY. 


Alleged  overcharge  in  gas  bill. 


Filed  August  29,  1913. — Dismissed  October  8,  1913. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  he  had  been  overcharged  for  gas  supplied  to  his 
home  in  Bakerstown  by  the  Gas  Company,  and  on  investigation  it  appeared  that  the 
charge  was  based  on  meter  readings  that  had  been  called  to  the  attention  of  the 
Complainant  and  that  there  was  a leak  in  the  gas  line,  known  to  the  Com- 
plainant. 

The  Commission  decided  that  the  matter  was  not  one  to  be  settled  by  it  and  the 
complaint  was  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  43. 


CHARLES  H.  SMITH 

vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


V Higher  rate  of  fare  from  Lemont, 
I Centre  County,  to  Lebanon,  Leb- 
( anon  County,  than  from  Leba- 
I non  to  Lemont. 


Filed  September  23,  1913. — Closed  October  30,  1913. 

Complainant  averred  that  the  passenger  rate  from  Lemont  to  Lebanon  is  higher 
than  the  rate  from  Lebanon  to  Lemont,  the  reverse  direction. 

Upon  investigation,  it  appeared  that  the  agent  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
Company  at  Lemont  did  not  know  of  a through  fare  from  that  point  to  Lebanon 
and  issued  a local  ticket  to  a junction  point,  so  that  the  rate  charged  was  made  up 
of  two  local  fares.  At  the  request  of  the  Railroad  Company  a refund  was  al- 
lowed, and  the  case  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  53. 

A.  F.  HOFFSOMMER  p 

vs.  Excessive  rate  of  fare  Mount 

CORNWALL  & LEBANON  RAIROAD  ’’  Gretna  to  Conewago. 

COMPANY. 

Piled  October  7,  1913. — Dismissed  October  30,  1913. 

A complaint  that  the  fare  from  Mount  Gretna  to  Conewago  was  more  than  the 
fare  from  Conewago  to  Mount  Gretna,  duo  to  the  fact  that  mileage  books  could  be 
used  in  exchange  for  tickets  at  Conewago,  but  not  at  Mount  Gretna. 

The  Railroad  Company  explained  that  as  a convenience  to  its  patrons  it  was  able 
to  offer  them  tickets  in  exchange  for  mileage  at  stations  where  it  had  a ticket  agent, 
but  that  Mount  Gretna  was  a non-agency  station.  When  the  explanation  was 
made  to  the  Complainant,  he  asked  that  the  case  be  dismissed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  55. 


L.  P.  SATTERTHWAITE 
vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  & READING  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


^ Alleged  excessive  rate  on  cattle 
L Woodbourne  to  Philadelphia, 
Penna. 


Filed  October  10,  1913. — Closed  October  30,  1913. 


Complainant  alleged  an  exces.sive  rate  on  cattle  shipped  from  Woodbourne  to 
Philadelphia. 

Upon  investigation  the  Respondent  found  that  an  error  had  been  made  in  the 
chaige, — the  agent  quoting  the  wrong  class  rate. 

A refund  of  the  overcharge  was  made  to  the  Complainant,  and  the  case  was 
marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  62. 

J.  M.  WILSON,  ET  AL.  V Insufficient  heat  on  passenger  train 

vs.  L operated  from  Sligo  to  Lawson- 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COIMPANY.  J ham.  Clarion  County. 

Piled  October  22,  1913. — Closed  October  31,  1913. 

The  complaint,  filed  by  a number  of  passengers  on  a train  of  the  Respondent 
Company  running  from  Sligo  to  Lawsonham,  alleged  that  the  train  on  October  21st 
was  not  heated. 

The  Railroad  Company  explained  that  the  condition  was  due  to  an  accident  to 
its  regular  equipment,  and  that  steps  had  been  taken  to  provide  against  its  re- 
currence . 

This  was  communicated  to  the  Complainants,  and  the  case  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  11. 

THOMAS  C.  JENKINS  Failure  to  make  delivery  of  ship- 

vs.  > ment  of  butter  consigned  to  non- 

AMERICAN  EXPRESS  COMPANY.  J agency  station. 

Piled  August  14,  1913. — Closed  October  31,  1913. 

Thomas  C.  Jenkins  complained  that  he  had  shipped  butter  by  the  American  Ex- 
press Company  to  Douglas  and  that  it  had  been  sent  to  Scott  Haven,  where  the 
consignor  refused  to  receive  it  on  account  of  the  delay  in  delivery,  and  asked  for 
a refund  of  the  express  charges. 

On  investigation  the  Respondent  Company  learned  that  its  driver  who  collected  the 
shipment  had  not  informed  the  shipper  that  Douglas  was  a “put-off”  station  and 
that  unless  charges  were  prepaid  shipments  would  be  carried  to  Scott  Haven, 
the  nearest  billing  station,  and  a refund  was  promptly  made  to  the  Complainant, 
whereupon  the  complaint  was  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  35. 

P.  C.  WOLF 

vs.  Petition  for  stop  at  point  designat- 

RUFFALO  AND  LAKE  ERIE  TRACTION  T ed  as  the  “Wolf  Stop.” 
COMPANY. 

J 

Filed  September  12,  1913. — Closed  November  13,  1913. 


Complainant  petitioned  the  Commission  to  establish  a stop  for  Respondent’s 
cars  at  a point  known  as  “Wolf”.  Upon  investigation  the  Commission  found 
that  there  was  no  public  highway  leading  to  the  point  in  question,  the  only  way 
for  passengers  to  reach  the  point  was  over  private  property.  In  view  of  the 
distance  between  stops,  however,  on  this  portion  of  Respondent’s  line  the  Com- 
mission recommended  that  the  Respondent  stop  its  cars  at  the  point  in  question 
from  the  15th  of  October  to  the  first  of  September,  which  suggestion  being  adopted 
by  the  Respondent  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  56. 


THE  MAGEE  CARPET  COMPANY 
vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  & READING  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


I Alleged  excessive  mileage  collected 
L for  transportation  from  Blooms- 
burg  to  Philadelphia. 


Filed  October  10,  1913. — Closed  November  19,  1913.. 

Complainant  alleged  that  the  Respondent  deducted  152  miles  from  mileage  books 
for  travel  between  Bloomsbnrg  and  Philadelphia,  whereas  the  mileage  distance  was 
only  148.8  miles. 

Respondent  stated  that  the  apparent  discrepancy  was  due  to  the  regulations  of 
the  Company,  which  required  mileage  to  be  collected  between  terminal  points  for 
conductors’  runs.  However,  in  order  to  avoid  the  excess  mileage.  Respondent 
agreed  that  a passenger  presenting  his  mileage  book  to  an  authorized  ticket  agent, 
could  secure  a mileage  exchange  ticket  therefor,  and  thus  obtain  the  advantage  of 
short  line  distances. 

As  this  action  removed  the  cause  of  complaint,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  67. 


E.  O.  SHAFFNER 

vs. 

HARRISBURG  GAS  COMPANY. 


I Excessive  charge  for  extending  gas 
[ main . 


Filed  September  13,  1913. — Closed  November  19,  1913. 


Complainant  objected  to  the  rate  quoted  by  Respondent  for  the  extension  of  jts 
mains  to  supply  service  to  certain  dwelling  houses  which  had  been  erected  by  the 
Complainant. 

Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  that  it  had  reached  an  amicable  agreement  with 
Complainant,  whereby  the  desired  service  was  furnished,  and  upon  receipt  of  advice 
to  like  effect  from  Complainant,  the  Commission  marked  the  case  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  29. 

C.  E.  BYREM 

ys.  Failure  to  furnish  water  at  resi- 

RIVERTON  CONSOLIDATED  WATER  f deuce  at  North  Riverton. 

COMPANY. 

Filed  September  2,  1913. — Closed  November  29,  1913. 

Complainant  alleged  that  Respojjdent  refused  to  extend  its  lines  to  supply  water 
service  to  Complainant’s  residence  on  Dale  Avenue,  in  North  Riverton. 

Upon  investigation  the  Respondent  Company  agreed  to  extend  its  lines  to  furnish 
the  desired  service,  and  the  complaint,  being  thus  satisfactorily  adjusted,  was 
marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  86. 

CHARLES  DREIFUS  COMPANY  Alleged  discrimination  of  weight 

vs.  on  carload  of  scrap  shipped 

PHILADELPHIA  AND  READING  RAIL-  J from  Wilkes-Barre,  Luzerne  Co. , 
WAY  COMPANY.  J to  Columbia,  Lancaster  Co. 

Filed  November  25,  1913. — Dismissed  December  6,  1913. 

The  complainant  alleged  a discrepancy  of  3,000  pounds  in  the  weight  of  a car- 
load of  scrap  iron  originating  on  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  and  delivered  by  the 
Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway,  and  requested  that  the  Commission  direct 
the  latter  road  to  make  payment  to  cover  this  loss  in  transit. 

After  due  consideration  the  Commission  advised  the  Complainant  that  the  ques- 
tion was  not  one  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  but  was  a matter  for 
the  determination  by  the  courts.  The  complaint  was  therefore  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  18. 


FEDERAL  STEEL  FOUNDRY  COMPANY^ 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  > 
PHILADELPHIA  AND  READING  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY.  J 


Alleged  excessive  rate  on  car  of 
gas  coal  from  Chester  Steel  Cast- 
ing Company,  Chester,  to  com- 
plainant’s plant  at  Chester. 


Filed  August  19,  1913. — Closed  December  16,  1913. 

Complaint  alleged  excessive  rate  on  a car  of  gas  coal  from  the  Chester  Steel 
Casting  Company,  Chester,  to  Complainant’s  plant  at  Chester. 

The  Respondents  averred  that  the  rate  collected  was  in  accordance  with  their 
published  tariffs  and  that  said  rate  was  reasonable  and  just. 

A copy  of  the  answer  was  furnished  to  Complainant  who  advised,  under  date 
of  December  11th,  1913,  that  it  did  not  care  to  further  prosecute  the  case. 

It  was  accordingly  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  54. 


CHARLES  F.  BROWN 

vs. 

BALTIMORE  & OHIO  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 


In  re  passenger  train  service  be- 
tween Pittsburgh  and  New 
Castle. 


Filed  October  9,  1913. — Closed  December  16,  1913. 

Complainant  alleged  that  the  early  morning  train  service  from  New  Castle  to 
Pittsburgh  was  inadequate  and  unsatisfactory,  due  to  the  fact  that  Train  No.  15 
did  not  maintain  its  schedule,  thereby  causing  considerable  inconvenience  to  patrons 
living  in  New  Castle  and  employed  in  Pittsburgh. 

Respondent  in  answer,  stated  that  the  delay  caused  by  the  train  in  question  had 
been  largely  due  to  a congestion  of  traffic  in  this  territory,  but  that  it  had  rear- 
ranged its  operations  which  would  overcome  the  cause  of  delay. 

The  Complainant  later  advising  that  the  service  had  greatly  improved,  the  case 
was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  39. 

JAMES  L.  WOLF 

T8. 

PHILADELPHIA  RAPID  TRANSIT 
COMPANY. 

Piled  August  19,  1913. — Closed  December  29,  1913. 

Complainant  alleged  that  certain  changes  in  the  routes  of  some  of  the  cars  of  the 
Respondent  Company  would  result  in  considerable  inconvenience  to  himself  and 
other  patrons  of  the  lines  in  question. 

The  matter  was  referred  to  the  Respondent,  which  advised  that  the  inconvenience 
pointed  out  by  the  Complainant  would  be  adequately  met  when  certain  further 
rerouting  changes  were  completed. 

This  action  was  communicated  to  the  Complainant,  who,  after  some  delay,  ad- 
vised that  the  routes  had  now  been  changed  and  were  entirely  satisfactory.  The 
ease  was  accordingly  marked  closed 


I 


Routing  of  cars. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  8. 


MECHANICAL  REFRIGERATING  COM-  " 
PANY 


vs. 

WILKES-BARRE  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC 
COMPANY. 


Alleged  discriminatory  rate  for 
y power,  favoring  Pittston  as 
compared  with  Wilkes-Barre. 


CITIZENS’  ELECTRIC  ILLUMINATING 
COMPANY. 


Filed  August  12,  1913. — Closed  January  1,  19M. 

Complainant  alleged  that  the  rates  in  effect  in  the  cities  of  Wilkes-Barre  and 
Pittston  constituted  a discrimination  in  favor  of  the  latter  city. 

Complainant  was  advised  that  under  the  provisions  of  The  Public  Service  Company 
Law  the  Commission  could  not  finally  adjudicate  complaints  prior  to  .January  1st, 
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1914,  but  that  if  Complainant  would  enter  a formal  complaint  specifying  the  rates 
complained  against,  the  Commission  would  endeavor  to  obtain  such  information  as 
would  enable  it  to  promptly  dispose  of  the  matter  after  that  date. 

As  the  Complainant  failed  to  file  the  additional  information  requested,  the 
complaint  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  49. 

W.  J.  SCHOPP  'j  Petition  to  stop  at  Ridge  Avenue 

vs.  W and  Lauriston  Street,  Wissahick- 

READING  TRANSIT  COMPANY.  j on,  PhUadelphia  County. 

Filed  October  1,  1913. — Closed  January  6,  1914. 

Complainant  in  this  case  objected  to  the  abolition  of  stop  at  Ridge  Avenue  at  the 
intersection  of  Lauriston  Street,  Wissahickon,  alleging  that  this  inconvenienced 
Respondent’s  patrons. 

A member  of  the  Commission  made  an  inspection  of  the  situation  and  found  that 
the  line  of  Respondent  at  the  point  in  question  is  built  on  a heavy  grade,  and  recom- 
mended in  view  of  the  comparatively  short  distance  to  be  travelled  by  the  patrons 
involved  in  this  complaint,  the  attendant  danger  during  the  winter  season  of 
stopping  the  cars  on  the  down  grade,  due  to  the  slipping  of  wheels  and  the  possible 
locking  of  brakes,  that  Respondent  be  permitted  to  abolish  said  stop  on  the  down 
grade  from  November  1st  to  April  1st  of  each  year.  This  recommendation  was 
approved  by  the  Commission,  and  the  parties  in  interest  were  so  advised.  The 
case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  59. 

Loss  occasioned  by  delay  in  tran- 
sit to  various  shipments  of 
country  produce. 

Filed  October  15,  1913. — Dismissed  January  6,  1914. 

Complainant  alleged  delay  in  shipments  of  produce  from  Biglerville  to  Philadel- 
phia, presenting  at  the  same  time  a claim  for  damages  to  cover  loss  due  to  said 
delay  in  transit. 

Upon  investigation,  the  Commission  found  that  the  transportation  in  question 
seemed  to  be  reasonably  prompt  and  expeditious,  and  as  for  the  damages  claimed, 
the  Complainant  was  referred  to  the  Courts,  the  Commission  having  no  jurisdiction 
over  this  phase  of  the  complaint.  The  complaint  was  accordingly  dismissed. 


J.  W.  PE'TTIS 

VS. 

PHILADELPHIA  & READING  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


L 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  88. 


HIRAM  SWANK’S  SONS 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


V 

J 


Alleged  that  a higher  rate  was 
charged  than  the  rate  quoted  on 
a shipment  of  firebrick  from 
Johnstown  to  New  Kensington, 
Westmoreland  County. 


Filed  November  29,  1913. — Closed  January  6,  1914. 


The  complainant  requested  reparation  to  cover  an  alleged  overcharge  on  a ship- 
ment of  firebrick  from  Johnstown  to  New  Kensington,  averring  that  a rate  of  $1.00 
per  net  ton  had  been  quoted,  whereas  charges  had  been  collected  at  the  rate  of 
$2.20  per  net  ton. 

Upon  taking  the  matter  up  with  the  respondent  it  was  found  that  the  rate  of 
$2.20  per  net  ton  had  been  charged  to  complainant  in  error. 

The  Commission  directed  therefore  that  a refund  be  made  to  the  Complainant, 
and  marked  the  case  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  4. 


B. D. NORTHRUP 


vs. 

THE  MANUFACTURERS’  LIGHT  AND 
HEAT  COMPANY. 


Alleged  discriminatory  rate  for  gas. 


Filed  August  4,  1913. — Closed  January  7,  1914. 


Complainant  in  this  case  alleged  a discrimination  against  the  small  consumer  in 
favor  of  the  large  consumers,  from  the  fact  that  the  rates  in  effect  were  arranged  on 
a sliding  scale  basis. 

In  its  answer  the  Respondent  denied  that  its  rates  were  excessive,  or  that  its 
sliding  scale  of  rates  worked  any  discrimination  against  the  Complainant;  averring 
further  that  said  rates  were  practically  the  same  as  those  in  effect  in  the  State  of 
Ohio,  and  had  been  approved  by  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  that  State. 

A copy  of  said  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant  for  comment,  but  as  no 
further  advices  were  received  from  him,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of 
prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  6. 

Alleged  unjust  regulation  in  charg- 
ing toll  rate  when  party  called  is 
not  secured. 

Filed  August  7,  1913.— Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Complainant  objected  to  the  Respondent’s  charge  of  10c.  for  call  from  Jeanette 
to  Claridge,  Pa.,  when  the  person  desired  could  not  be  reached. 

Respondent  in  its  answer,  alleged  that  the  use  of  its  facilities  and  the  time  of 
its  employees  involved  in  the  handling  of  calls  of  the  character  in  question  did 
not  warrant  it  in  guaranteeing  to  secure  any  particular  person  by  the  calling  party. 

A copy  of  this  answer  wa.s  forwarded  to  the  Complainant  for  comment,  and  as 
no  further  advices  were  received  from  him,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack 
oE  prosecution. 


B.  W.  GRANT 

vs.  1 

THE  BELL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OF  ^ 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  12. 


STROUDSBURG  AND  BUSHKILL  TELE- a 
PHONE  COMPANY. 


vs. 


> 


THE  BELL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OP 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


Refusal  to  permit  physical  connec- 
tion with  Bell  Lines  and  lines 
of  the  Stroudsburg  and  Bushkill 
Telephone  Company. 


Filed  August  31,  1913. — Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Complainant  alleged  that  prior  to  the  purchase  by  the  Respondent  Company  of  the 
Van  Pike  Telephone  Company,  an  agreement  existed  between  said  Company  and 
Complainant,  for  the  through  transmission  of  messages  throughout  the  length  of 
both  lines,  but,  that  since  Respondent  acquired,  by  purchase,  the  VanPike  Tele- 
phone Company,  the  physical  connection  between  the  two  lines  has  been  discon- 
tinued, and  the  Respondent  Company  refused  to  accept  or  transmit  messages 
originating  upon  the  line  of  Complainant  Company. 

The  Respondent,  in  its  answer,  advised  that  it  purchased  a pole  line  extending 
fi'om  Bushkill  to  Nyce  Farm,  a point  about  1^  miles  beyond  Egypt  Mills,  for  the 
purpose  of  extending  its  Stroudsburg  service  to  a section  naturally  tributary  to 
the  Stroudsburg  central  office  district;  and  further,  that  the  said  pole  line  was  used 
for  therouting  of  a trunk  line  between  Respondent’s  central  office  at  Stroudsburg 
and  the  central  office  of  the  Van  Pike  Telephone  Company  at  Dingman’s  Ferry 
Respondent  denied,  however,  that  it  is  or  was  at  any  time  a party  to  any  agree- 
ment between  Complainant  and  the  Van  Pike  Telephone  Company. 

A copy  of  said  answer  was  forwarded  to  Complainant  for  comment,  and  as  no 
reply  was  made  thereto,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  13. 

G.  H.  STEPHENSON 
vs. 

the  beli.  telephone  company  of 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Filed  August  5,  1913. — Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Complainant  objected  to  the  refusal  of  the  Respondent  to  install  jacks  and  plugs 
in  his  residence;  and  averred  also  that  a charge  of  $3.00  per  annum  for  a cord 
over  ten  feet  in  length  was  excessive. 

Respondent  stated  that  the  type  of  equipment  desired  by  the  Complainant  was 
obselete,  and  as  same  was  no  longer  furnished  to  any  of  its  subscribers,  it  was  not 
willing  to  discriminate  in  favor  of  the  Complainant. 

As  to  the  charge  of  $3.00  for  cord.  Respondent  stated  that  this  rate  was  not  ex- 
cessive in  view  of  the  high  maintenance  charges  due  to  the  trouble  experienced  in 
the  use  of  cords  of  this  character. 

Complainant  was  furnished  with  a copy  of  Respondent’s  answer,  and  as  no  com- 
ment was  received  from  him,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


^Inadequate  service. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  20. 


S.  S.  JOHNSON 
vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  AND  READING  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 


I Alleged  excessive  rate  for  transpor- 
V tation  of  baled  hay  from  New 
Hope  to  Philadelphia. 


Filed  August  20,  1913. — Closed  January  7,  1914. 


The  complaint  alleged  increase  in  the  rate  for  transportation  of  baled  hay  from 
New  Hope  to  Philadelphia. 

Respondent,  in  its  answer,  alleged  that  the  rate  had  not  been  changed,  which 
fact  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  Complainant  and  this  satisfied  the  complaint, 
it  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  21. 

THE  SLATE  PRODUCTS  COMPANY  ' 

vs.  Issuance  of  hills  of  lading  stamped 

I.EHIGH  & NEW  ENGLAND  RAILROAD  f “Shippers  load  and  count.” 
COMPANY. 

Filed  August  20,  1913. — Dismissed  January  7,  1914. 

The  Complainant  was  a shipper  of  slate  products  from  a quarry  located  on  Re- 
spondent's line,  about  a mile  and  a half  east  of  Pen  Argyl  Station.  The  complaint 
alleged  that  the  Respondent  refused  to  issue  bills  of  lading  until  the  arrival  of  the 
ears  at  Pen  Argyl  Station,  thus  depriving  the  Complainant  of  a receipt  for  their 
consignments  on  the  movement  from  its  quarry  to  said  station  of  the  Respondent. 

Respondent  contended  that  it  had  been  its  practice  to  issue  bills  of  lading  to 
the  Complainant  upon  receii)t  of  consignments  at  Complainant’s  quarry,  said  bills 
of  lading  bearing  the  notation  "Shipper’s  load  and  count”,  but  that,  due  to  certain 
misrepresentations  made  by  the  Complainant,  it  was  forced  to  discontinue  this 
practice.  Respondent  stated  that  it  was  at  all  times  ready  to  furnish  Complainant 
with  regular  bills  of  lading  for  contents  of  cars  when  same  agree  with  Complain- 
ant’s forwarding  orders,  if  reasonable  time  shall  be  allowed  to  check  their  less  than 
carload  freight  at  Pen  Argyl. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  served  upon  the  Complainant,  and  as  no  further 
prosecution  of  the  matter  was  made,  the  complaint  was  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  22. 

SOLOMON  F.  ULRICH,  ET  AL. 
vs. 

READING  SURURBAN  WATER  COM- 
PANY. 

Filed  August  21,  1913. — Dismissed  January  7,  1914. 

Complainant  presented  a petition  signed  by  various  citizens  of  Muhlenberg  Town- 
ship, Berks  County,  requesting  an  investigation  by  the  Commission  of  the  service 
of  the  Reading  Suburban  Water  Company,  whose  water  supply  was  ailed  to  be 
inadequate. 


'L Inadequate  service. 
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The  Respondent  contended  that  the  trouble  experienced  was  temporary,  due  to 
depredations  committed  on  its  property  and  breakdowns  of  machinery,  that  the 
plant  was  new,  and  that  it  did  not  anticipate  giving  the  petitioners  any  further 
cause  for  complaint. 

A copy  of  this  answer  wa.s  served  upon  the  Complainant,  and  as  no  further 
advices  were  received,  the  complaint  was  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  23. 

M.  N.  BAILEY 
vs. 

THE  BELL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OF 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Filed  August  25,  191.3. — Dismissed  January  7,  1914. 

Complainant  questioned  the  right  of  the  Respondent  to  assess  a removal  charge 
of  $3.00  due  to  change  in  Complainant's  residence,  on  account  of  the  fact  that  there 
was  no  actual  removal  of  the  telephone,  since  a telephone  was  already  installed  in 
the  new  residence  of  the  Complainant,  and  the  only  change  necessary,  therefore, 
would  be  in  the  telephone  directory  of  the  Respondent. 

In  its  answer  the  Respondent  averred  that  the  removal  charge  asked  of  the 
Respondent  was  its  standard  rate  for  outside  removals  and  represented  the  average 
cost  thereof  rather  than  a charge  for  the  cost  of  the  work  in  any  particular 
case. 

The  case  was  set  down  for  hearing,  but  prior  to  the  date  thereof  Complainant 
advised  that  the  Respondent  company  had  voluntarily  adjusted  the  complaint  to 
his  entire  satisfaction,  in  view  of  which  the  complaint  was  dismissed. 


Unjust  and  unreasonable  charge  for 
> removal  of  telephone  to  new  lo- 
cation . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  25. 


JOHN  S.  THOMPSON 
vs. 

LEHIGH  VALLEY  TRANSIT  COMPANY. 


} Excessive  fare  of  fifteen  cents  from 
Wales  Junction  to  Lansdale. 


Filed  August  27,  1913. — Closed  January  7,  1914. 


Complainant  alleged  that  on  a journey  from  Wales  Junction  to  Lansdale,  a distance 
of  1.7  miles,  the  Ri'spondent  charged  15  cents  fare  which  he  averred  was  excessive. 

In  its  answer  the  respondent  .«t.\ted  that  the  Complainant  rode  on  a “Limited” 
car  and  that  by  \\aiting  one  minute  and  boarding  a “local”  car,  making  all 
the  local  stops,  he  would  have  been  charged  but  five  cents,  and  that  there  was  no 
occasion  for  him  taking  the  “Limited”  car,  that  car  not  being  intended  for 
passengers  between  local  stations. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant,  and  as  no  further 
advices  were  received,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  27. 


G.  S.  MARKHAM 


N Alleged  variant  rates  on  similar 
shipments  of  lard  and  meat  from 


vs. 


> Erie  to  McKean  and  protest 
against  insurance  fee  of  ten  cents 
on  each  consignment. 


NORTHWESTERN  PENNSYLVANIA 
RAILWAY  COMPANY. 


Filed  September  2,  1913. — Closed  January  7,  1914. 


Complaint  was  made  against  an  alleged  variance  in  the  rates  on  the  same 
commodity  between  the  same  points,  and  a further  complaint  was  made  that  an 
insurance  fee  of  ten  cents  per  shipment  was  imposed  even  though  the  shipper 
might  not  care  to  avail  himself  of  such  insurance. 

Upon  calling  the  complaint  to  the  attention  of  the  Respondent,  the  different  rates 
charged  were  found  to  be  in  error,  and  the  matter  was  adjusted. 

As  to  the  insurance  fee.  the  Commission,  after  due  investigation,  advised  the 
Respondent  that  it  was  of  the  opinion  that  the  Respondent  is  not  justified  in 
requiring  the  payment  of  an  insurance  fee  in  order  to  make  itself  responsible  for 
the  safe  transportation  of  packages  committed  to  its  care,  as  the  acceptance  of 
packages  for  delivery  makes  a carrier  responsible  for  any  negligence  or  lack  of 
care  whether  delivery  be  insured  or  not,  but  that  as  there  is  no  legal  duty  imposed 
upon  a carrier  to  make  returns  to  a shipper  of  a receipt  from  consignee,  it  did  not 
appear  that  there  would  be  any  valid  objections  to  making  a reasonable  charge 
for  that  service  if  it  was  requested. 

This  action  was  communicated  to  the  Complainant  and  the  complaint  closed. 


The  Complainant  petitioned  that  the  Johnstown  Water  Company  be  required  to 
extend  its  service  to  the  W’alnut  Grove  section  of  the  Seventeenth  Ward  in  the  City 
of  Johnstown. 

Respondent,  in  its  answer,  contended  that  the  petitioners  resided  in  a district 
which  was  at  too  high  an  elevation  to  be  supplied  by  its  gravity  system,  but  that 
it  was  willing  to  serve  them  through  a pumping  system,  provided  it  could  secure 
legal  authority  therefore  from  the  State  Commissioner  of  Health  and  the  State 
Water  Supply  Commission,  as  well  as  a guarantee  from  the  citizens  so  served 
that  they  would  pay  the  rates  for  water  which  would  yield  a net  return  of  six 
per  cent,  on  the  investment  of  Respondent. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  served  upon  the  Complainant,  and  as  no  advices  were 
received,  the  complaint  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  31. 


JOHNSTOWN  WATER  COMPANY. 


ROBERT  PURSE 


vs. 


Piled  August  22,  1913. — Closed  January  7,  1914. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  32. 


GLEN  A.  WARREN 
vs. 

NORTHERN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


\ Request  to  have  train  No.  61  on 
the  Elmira  Division  stopped  at 
Alba,  Bradford  County. 


Filed  September  2,  1913.— Dismissed  January  7,  1914. 


Complainant  petitioned  the  assistance  of  the  Commission  in  having  train  No.  61 
of  the  Northern  Central  Railway  Company  stopped  at  Alba  for  the  convenience 
of  the  school  children  of  that  place.  The  Commission  directed  the  Complainant 
to  furnish  information  as  to  the  number  of  people  who  would  be  accommo- 
dated by  the  additional  facilities,  but  inasmuch  as  no  reply  was  received  from  the 
Complainant,  the  case  was  dismissed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  34. 


CHARLES  W.  SCHRENK 

vs. 

THE  BELL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OF 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


Alleged  discrimination  in  refusing 
L to  install  public  pay  station  in 
place  of  business  in  Philadelphia. 


Piled  September  12,  1913. — Closed  January  7,  1914. 


Complainant  alleged  discrimination  on  the  part  of  the  Bell  Telephone  Company 
for  refusing  to  install  a public  pay  station  at  his  place  of  business. 

The  Respondent  Company  attempted  to  adjust  the  complaint  and,  failing  in 
this,  filed  a formal  answer,  quoting  its  rules  governing  the  installation  of  public 
telephones  in  business  places,  stating  further  that  the  public  telephone  facilities  in 
the  neighborhood  of  the  Complainant’s  store  were  adequate  to  meet  the  demands 
of  the  general  public  in  the  vicinity. 

A copy  of  said  answer  was  served  upon  the  Complainant,  and  as  no  further  ad- 
vices were  received  from  it,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  38. 


WYALUSING  HAY  COMPANY 


vs. 

LEHIGH  VALLEY  RAILROAD  COM- 


>Car  shortage. 


PANY. 

Filed  September  16,  1913. — Closed  January  7,  1914. 


Complainant  alleged  that  cars  ordered  by  it  were  not  promptly  provided  by  the 
Respondent. 

Respondent,  in  answer,  submitted  a statement  of  cars  ordered  and  furnished  the 
Complainant,  and  denied  that  there  had  been  any  unreasonable  delay,  but  averred, 
on  the  other  hand,  that  all  orders  had  been  filled  with  promptness. 

The  matter  was  again  taken  up  with  the  Complainant,  who  was  furnished  a copy 
of  the  Respondent’s  answer,  but  as  no  further  advices  were  received,  the  ease  was 
marked  closed. 
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COMPLAli^T  DOCKET  KO.  47. 


BABCOCK  LUMBER  COMPANY 
vs. 

PITTSBURGH,  M'ESTMORELAND  AND 
SOMERSET  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Excessive  rate  on  lumber  from 

J Somerset  to  Laurel  Summit,  Som- 
erset County. 


Filed  September  26,  1913. — Closed  January  7,  19H. 


The  rate  of  $1.00  per  gross  ton  for  shipping  lumber  from  Somerset  to  Laurel 
Summit  was  alleged  to  be  excessive  as  compared  with  the  rate  for  similar  shipments 
on  other  lines. 

The  Respondent  denied  the  allegations  of  the  Complainant,  stating  inter  alia, 
that  its  line  operated  over  a sparsely  populated  locality  and  had  small  traflBc,  for 
which  reason  it  had  been  barely  able  to  pay  its  operating  expenses  without  paying 
interest  on  debt  created  in  the  construction  of  its  road. 

A copy  of  said  answer  was  served  upon  the  Complainant,  and  as  no  replication 
v/as  made  thereto,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMl-LAIKT  DOCKET  NO.  58 


JOHN  J.  CAINE 

vs.  > J 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  j 

Filed  October  15,  1913.— Closed  January  7,  1914 


Claim  for  overcharge  due  to  error 
in  consigning. 


Complainant  filed  a claim  for  overcharge  covering  an  extra  movement  of  freight 
originally  consigned  to  Chester  from  Philadelphia,  and  later  reconsigned  to  Burnham, 
Pennsylvania . 

Respondent  in  answer,  stated  that  reconsigning  instructions  were  not  received  by 
it  until  the  day  the  freight  moved  to  Chester,  and  although  said  instructions  were 
handled  with  due  dispatch,  it  was  unable  to  divert  the  car  in  question  prior  to  its 
arrival  in  Chester.  Freight  charges  were  collected  in  accordance  with  its  published 
tariff,  both  for  the  movement  from  Philadelphia  to  Chester  and  from  Chester  to 
Burnham. 

A.s  the  Complainant  made  no  further  prosecution  of  the  matter,  after  receipt  of 
a copy  of  the  Respondent’s  answer,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COM  PLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  63. 

HENRY  H.  CARTER 

yg  Excessive  rate  for  electric  light  and 

COLUMBIA  & IMONTOUR  ELECTRIC  f gas. 

COMPANY. 

Piled  October  23,  1913.— Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Complaint  was  made  against  the  minimum  charge  of  $1.00  for  electric  light  and 
alleged  excessive  rate  for  gas. 

The  Commission  advised  the  Complainant  that  The  Public  Service  Company  Law 
permits  public  service  companies  to  fix  a reasonable  minimum  charge,  and  that  if  it 
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desired  to  attack  the  reasonableness  of  the  rate  for  gas,  a complaint  to  that  effect 
would  receive  due  consideration  subsequent  to  January  1,  1914,  upon  which  date 
The  Public  Service  Company  Law  would  become  fully  effective. 

As  no  further  advices  were  received  from  the  Complainant,  the  ease  was  marked 
closed . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  69. 

BOROUGH  OF  WEST  HAZLETON 

vs. 

LEHIGH  COAL  AND  NAVIGATION 
COMPANY. 

Filed  October  30,  1913. — Closed  January  7,  1914. 

Complainant  alleged  that  the  Respondent  had  acquired  “the  stock,  franchises 
and  property  of  the  Harwood  Electric  Company,”  and  that  the  latter  had  notified 
its  patrons  “that  the  minimum  monthly  rate  for  the  lighting  of  dwelling  houses 
would  be  increased  from  sixty  cents  per  month  to  $1.00  per  month  for  each  tenant 
and  dwelling  house”  and  that  the  “electric  lighting  service  of  the  said  Lehigh  Coal 
and  Navigation  Company  had  been  greatly  reduced  in  its  efficiency  and  brilliancy.” 

The  Respondent  Company  filed  an  answer  averring  that  “it  was  not  engaged  in  the 
manufacture  or  distribution  of  electricity  for  light  and  power  in  Hazel  Township, 
Luzerne  County,  Pennsylvania,”  and  stated  that  “it  has  no  interest  in  the  Harwood 
Electric  Company  or  its  affiliated  companies  or  concerns,  except  indirectly  as  a 
stockholder  in  the  Ivehigh  Navigation  Electric  Company,  which  latter  Company 
has  acquired  and  now  owns  certain  shares  of  the  common  stock  of  the  Harwood 
Electric  Company”. 

A copy  of  the  said  answer  was  served  upon  the  Complainant,  and  as  no  further 
action  was  taken  by  it,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


1 

I Excessive  rate  for  electric  lighting 
service. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  93. 

DILWORTH  P.  VICKERS 

vs.  Refusal  to  extend  service  to  Com- 

EUREKA  LIGHT,  HEAT  AND  POWER  plainant’s  residence. 

COMPANY. 

Filed  December  4,  1913. — Dismissed  January  7,  1914. 

The  Complainant  alleged  that  the  Respondent  Company  had  refused  to  extend  its 
line  to  furnish  service  at  his  residence,  although  frequent  requests  had  been  made 
upon  the  Company  for  such  service. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  that  there  had  been  some  delay  in  obtaining 
the  right  of  way  for  a pole  line,  but  that  so  soon  as  it  was  able  to  get  the  necessary 
permit,  it  would  furnish  the  desired  service. 

Upon  receipt  of  advice  from  the  Complainant  that  this  action  satisfactorily  re- 
moved the  cause  of  complaint  and  requested  that  it  he  dismis.sed,  which  was  granted, 
and  the  case  so  marked . 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  36. 


S.  M.  PENSYL 
vs. 

P.EAR  GAP  & NUiMIDA  TELEPHONE 
COMPANY. 


1 Discriminatory  rate  for  telephone 
service . 


Filed  September  15,  1913. — Clscd  January  7,  1914. 


Complainant  alleged  that  the  Re.spondent  refused  to  furnish  him  telephone  service 
upon  the  same  terms  as  that  offered  to  other  subscribers,  in  that  they  asked  him  to 
purchase  stock  in  the  company  and  to  bear  a considerable  portion  of  the  expense 
of  extending  the  lines  of  the  company  to  Complainant’s  place  of  business  where 
service  was  desired. 

The  Telephone  Company  advised  that  its  line  was  a farmers’  line  and  that 
the  stock  was  sometimes  sold  to  an  applicant  for  service,  but  that  such  was  not 
a requirement.  It  further  averred  that  it  was  ready  to  furnish  the  Complainant 
with  service  upon  compliance  with  its  usual  regulations. 

A copy  of  said  answer  was  furnished  the  Complainant,  and  as  no  response  was 
made  thereto,  the  case  was  marked  closed 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  70. 

A.  J.  NORDSTROM  Y Excessive  rate  on  package  from 

vs.  U Port  Allegany,  McKean  County, 

ADAMS  EXPRESS  COMPANY.  J to  Turtlepoint,  McKean  County. 

Filed  November  7,  1913. — Dismissed  January  8,  1914. 

Complainant  alleged  excessive  rate  of  forty-five  cents  for  the  transportation  of 
a bundle  of  carpet  weighing  forty-seven  pounds  from  Port  Allegheny  to  Turtle 
Point. 

Respondent  averred  that  the  amount  collected  was  strictly  in  accordance  with 
its  published  tariffs  for  a shipment  of  first  class  merchandise,  and  that  it  did  not 
consider  the  charge  unreasonable  for  the  service  performed. 

Upon  consideration,  the  Commission  advised  the  Complainant  that  from  the 
information  at  its  disposal,  and  the  contemplated  changes  to  be  ordered  by  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  it  did  not  feel  justified  in  making  any  change 
in  the  rate  complained  of,  and  the  case  was  accordingly  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  118. 


> Alleged  unjust  increase  in  rates. 


MRS.  GUSTAV  MENZEL 
vs. 

THE  BELL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OF 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Piled  .January  8,  1914.— Closed  January  19,  1914. 


Complaint  set  out  that  nine  years  previous  the  Complainant  permitted  Respondent 
to  run  a cable  through  the  cellar  of  her  house,  and  to  erect  a junction  box  on  the 
side  of  her  property,  said  arrangement  being  covered  by  an  agreement,  which 
provided  for  the  removal  of  the  box  and  cable  upon  three  months’  notice  in  writing. 
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About  nine  years  previous  to  the  filing  of  this  complaint,  the  Company  increased 
its  rates  to  what  the  Complainant  considered  an  excessive  amount,  in  view  of  the 
privDege  granted.  The  Complainant  signed  a new  contract  and  gave  the  Com- 
pany three  months’  notice  to  remove  the  cable  and  junction  box.  At  the  end  of 
six  months,  a representative  of  the  Respondent,  so  Complainant  alleges,  called 
and  stated  that  so  long  as  there  was  a telephone  in  the  house,  the  box  and  cable 
would  not  be  removed.  The  Complainant  insisted  that  the  cable  and  junction 
box  be  removed  and  the  telephone  disconnected. 

The  complaint  was  sent  to  the  Respondent  for  answer,  whereupon  a letter  was 
received  from  the  Complainant  advising  that  the  complaint  had  been  satisfactorily 
adjusted,  and  the  case  was  accordingly  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  15. 

J.  F.  MEGINNES 
vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  AND  READING  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 

Filed  August  12,  1913. — Closed  January  20,  1914. 

Complaint  alleged  that  Respondent  had  discontinued  providing  drinking  water  at 
certain  stations  on  its  branch  line  between  Philadelphia  and  New  Hope,  as  well 
as  failing  to  provide  drinking  water  on  certain  of  its  suburban  trains. 

Respondent  stated  that  its  reason  therefor  was  the  fact  that  the  Interstate  Quar- 
antine Regulations  provided,  inter  alia,  "‘water  containers  shall  be  cleansed  and 
thoroughly  scalded  with  live  steam  at  least  once  in  each  week  that  they  are  in 
operation,”  and  that  it  was  impracticable  to  carry  out  these  instructions  at  some 
of  its  smaller  stations,  which  necessitated  its  discontinuing  the  service  of  water. 

The  Commission,  after  due  investigation  of  this  and  similar  complaints,  issued 
General  Order  No.  1,  as  follows: 


-In  re  drinking  water  at  station. 


GENERAL  ORDER  NO.  1. 

In  the  matter  of  providing  drinking  water  and  sanitary  drinking  cups 
in  the  passenger  cars  and  agency  stations  of  the  Railroad  Companies 
operating  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

And  now,  January  8,  1914,  it  is  ordered  for  the  accommodation  of  the 
traveling  public,  that  all  railroad  companies  engaged  in  the  transporta- 
tion of  passengers  within  the  State,  be  required  to  provide  a sufficient 
supply  of  water  for  drinking  purposes  upon  each  of  the  cars  when  en- 
gaged in  such  transportation,  together  with  a sufficient  supply  of  sani- 
tary drinking  cups,  such  as  will  enable  each  passenger  to  have  one  cup 
for  individual  use. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  an  accessible  and  sufficient  supply  of  water 
and  cups  of  the  same  character  be  provided  in  each  of  the  agency  stations 
of  the  roads  engaged  in  such  transportation  of  passengers. 
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COMPI.A1NT  DOCKET  NO.  41. 


EDWARD  R.  GEER 


vs. 

WARliEN  STREET  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY. 


>Iuade(iuate  service  and  equipment. 


Filed  September  23,  1913. — Dismissed  January  20,  1914. 


In  this  case  Complainant  alleged  inadequate  service  on  the  North  Warren  line, 
and  further  averred  that  the  road-bed  and  e(iuipment  generally  were  in  a dilapidated 
and  dangerous  condition,  so  that  the  operation  of  cars  constituted  a danger  to  the 
patrons  and  to  the  public. 

Respondent,  in  its  answer,  ilenied  the  material  allegations  of  Complainant,  and 
the  facts  being  at  issue,  a time  for  hearing  was  appointed,  prior  to  which,  how- 
ever, the  parties  in  tliis  |)roceeding  agi'eeu  in  writing  to  certain  improvements 
and  changes  which,  when  comiileted,  would  remove  the  cause  of  complaint. 

A copy  of  this  agreement  was  lihal  with  the  Commission  and,  the  complaint  being 
satisfied,  the  case  was  dismissed. 


CUJlIPLAlNT  DOCKET  NO.  42. 


EDWARD  R.  GEER 
vs. 

IVARREN  & JAMESTOWN  STREET 
RAILWAY  COMPANY. 


Petition  for  shelter  station  at 
^ Jackson  Run  Road,  Warren  Co. 


Piled  September  23,  1913. — Dismissed  January  20,  1914. 


Complainant  alleged  that  the  station  facilities  of  the  Respondent  at  or  near  Jack- 
son  Run  Road  were  inadequate. 

The  Respondent  entered  its  denial  and  the  case  was  set  down  for  hearing.  Prior 
thereto,  however,  the  parties  having  come  to  an  amicable  agreement  of  the  matter 
complained  of,  and  having  so  advised  the  Commission,  the  complaint  was  dis- 
missed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  73. 


MOLTZ  BROTHERS 


vs. 

NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  & HUDSON 
RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


^Long  and  short  haul. 


Piled  November  12,  1913.— Refund  ordered  January  21,  1914. 


Alleged  discrimination  through  charging  to  the  same  destination  a 
hiMer  rate  from  an  intermediate  point  than  from  a more  distant  point. 

ITphl  That  such  higher  rate  from  an  intermediate  point  on  the  same 
commodity  moving  in  the  same  direction,  the  longer  haul  including  the 
shorter  one,  is  illegal. 


The  Complainant  on  October  22,  1913,  shipped  a car  of  telephone  poles  from 
Bluestone,  on  the  line  of  Respondent’s  road  in  Lycoming  County,  to  Halls  Station, 
also  in  Lycoming  County,  and  situated  on  the  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway. 
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No  commodity  rate  being  in  effect,  the  sixth  class  rate  was  charged.  But  there 
was  in  effect  at  that  time  a commodity  rate  of  $1.20  per  net  ton  to  the  same  destina- 
tion from  Cammal,  a point  more  distant  than  Bluestone,  the  traffic  from  Cammal  to 
the  common  destination  moving  through  Bluestone.  The  Complainant  asked  the 
Commission  to  order  a refund  because  the  rate  charged  from  the  intermediate  point, 
Bluestone,  was  higher  than  the  rate  in  effect  from  Cammal,  the  more  distant 
station . 

The  Respondent,  in  its  answer,  admitted  the  facts  as  alleged,  and  stated  that 
since  the  time  the  shipment  in  question  had  moved  a supplemental  tariff  had  been 
issued  putting  into  effect  the  same  rate  from  the  intermediate  point. 

The  Respondent  further  commented,  however,  that  it  had  no  other  alternative 
than  to  retain  the  charges  collected  because  they  were  in  accordance  with  its  pub- 
lished tariff's,  and  for  the  additional  reason  that  there  was  not  then  in  effect  a 
commodity  rate  between  tbe  points  where  the  shipment  moved. 

The  Commission  advised  the  Respondent  Company  that  inasmuch  as  there  had 
been  assessed  from  the  intermediate  point  a rate  higher  than  in  effect  from  a more 
distant  point  to  the  same  destination,  and  on  the  same  commodity  moving  in  the  same 
direction,  the  longer  haul  including  the  shorter,  the  higher  rate  is  illegal  and  could 
not  be  maintained,  the  fact  that  the  rate  had  been  assessed  in  accordance  with 
published  tariffs  not  being  deemed  sufficient  to  justify  the  rate  itself. 

The  Commission  further  expressed  the  opinion  that  refund  should  be  made  of  the 
difference  between  the  class  rate  charged  from  the  intermediate  point  and  the 
commodity  rate  in  effect  from  the  more  distant  point,  whereupon  the  Respondent 
Company  agreed  to  make  reparation  accordingly,  and  the  case  was  ordered  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  76. 

JOHN  A.  BIRKLE 
vs. 

NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  & HUDSON 
RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

Piled  November  l.'l,  1913. — Refund  ordered  January  21,  1914. 

Alleged  discrimination  in  freight  charged  on  two  shipments  resulting 
from  applying  a higher  rate  from  an  intermediate  point  than  the  rate 
in  effect  from  a more  distant  point  to  the  same  destination. 

Held,  That  the  higher  rate  from  the  intermediate  point  is  illegal,  and 
cannot  be  maintained. 

(See  also  Report  on  Complaint  Docket  No.  73) 

The  Complainant  filed  two  causes  of  complaint: 

First:  A car  of  lumber  hipped  from  Bluestone,  on  the  line  of  the  Respondent’s  road 
in  Lycoming  County,  to  St.  Nicholas,  on  the  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway  in 
Schuylkill  County,  was  charged  at  the  sixth  class  rate  of  $2.60  per  net  ton,  in 
accordance  with  published  tariffs.  But  there  was  in  effect  at  the  time  this  shipment 
moved,  a commodity  rate  of  $1.S.5  per  net  ton  on  lumber  in  carloads  to  the  same 
destination  from  Slate  Run,  a station  to  which  the  point  of  shipment,  Bluestone, 
is  intermediate. 

Second:  A car  of  lumber  shipped  from  Mitchells,  on  the  New  York  Central  Rail- 
road, through  Wilkes-Barre  to  Shamokin,  on  the  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway, 
was  charged  at  a joint  through  rate  of  $.3.60  per  net  ton,  whereas  there  was  in 


■ Long  and  short  haul. 
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elYect  at  that  time  ou  the  same  material  to  the  same  destination,  a commodity  rate 
of  $2.20  per  net  ton  from  Olauta,  a point  intermediate  between  Mitchells  and 
Shomokin . 

In  both  cases  the  Respondent  admitted  the  facts  as  alleged,  and  stated  that 
since  the  shipments  in  (jnestion  moved,  supplemental  tariffs  had  been  issued  putting 
the  lower  rate  in  effect  at  the  intermediate  point;  but  the  Respondent  contended 
that  it  could  not  refund  the  charges  already  collected  because  they  were  assessed 
in  accordance  with  its  published  tariffs  and  because  three  was,  at  that  time, 
no  commodity  rate  in  effect  between  the  points  where  the  shipments  moved . 

The  Commission  advised  the  Respondent  Company  that  the  higher  rate  for  the 
shorter  than  for  the  longer  haul  on  the  same  commodity  in  the  same  direction, 
the  longer  haul  including  the  shorter,  is  illegal;  and  that  the  differences  in  charges 
should  be  refunded,  whereupon  the  Respondent  Company  made  refund  accordingly, 
and  the  case  was  ordered  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  33. 


HENRY  B.  REA 
vs. 

BALTIMORE  & OHIO  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY. 

BESSEMER  & LAKE  ERIE  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 


Higher  rate  for  transportation 
of  horses  from  Hartstown,  Craw- 
> ford  County,  to  Bakerstown, 
Allegheny  County,  than  from 
Bakerstown  to  Hartstown. 


Filed  September  9,  1913. — Dismissed  January  21,  1914. 

Complainant  objected  to  a higher  rate  for  the  transportation  of  two  mares  from 
Hartstown  to  Bakerstown  than  he  was  required  to  pay  for  transportation  in  the 
reverse  direction. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  averred  that  the  variance  in  rates  complained  of 
was  due  to  the  adjustment  of  group  rates  between  the  territories,  and  that  any 
disturbance  of  the  rate  between  the  two  particular  points  affected  by  this  com- 
plaint would  unsettle  relative  rates  in  a large  extent  of  territory. 

The  Commission,  after  due  consideration,  rendered  the  following  opinion  and 
order: 


Wallace,  Commissioner: 

In  my  investigation  of  the  complaint  of  Mr.  Henry  B.  Rea  vs.  Bes- 
semer & Lake  Erie  Railroad,  I find  the  various  statements  of  rates  and 
routes  to  be  correct  and  also  find  that  there  are  many  elements  which 
enter  into  the  making  of  this  rate. 

The  Bakerstown  Station  is  on  the  line  of  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio 
Railroad,  and  Hartstown  on  the  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie,  consequently 
Mr.  Rea  secured  the  rate  for  shipment  from  the  agent  of  the  Baltimore 
and  Ohio,  taking  the  Pittsburgh  rate  for  northbound  and  from  the  agent 
of  the  Bessemer  on  the  southbound  shipment,  which  took  the  rate  effec- 
tive in  the  Cleveland  and  Youngstown  zones. 

The  rate  to  Hartstown  of  fifteen  cents  is  said  to  be  a sub-normal  rate 
and  from  Hartstown  to  Bakerstown  of  twenty-three  cents  a normal  rate. 
The  Pennsylvania  and  New  York  Central  systems  charge  the  twenty-three 
cent  rate,  so  it  seems  that  the  normal  rate  is  and  should  be  twenty- 
three  cents. 

In  the  particular  .shipment  referred  to  an  attendant  accompanied  the 
horses  and  a complete  box  car  was  required. 

If  this  rate  should  be  altered  it  will  require  the  adjustment  of  numerous 
rates  affecting  a large  territory,  and  as  shipments  of  this  character  are 
very  rare  would  seem  to  be  an  unnecessary  hardship. 
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Under  the  cu’cumstances  and  being  governed  materially  by  various 
decisions  ot  the  Interstate  Commerce  i^ommission,  1 feel  that  the  shipper 
received  a lower  rate  tor  his  northbound  shipment  than  would  nor- 
mally be  quoted  and  that  the  charge  was  not  unreasonable.  This  com- 
plaint will  be  dismissed. 

ORDER. 


This  case  being  at  issue  and  answer  on  file,  and  having  been  duly 
heard  and  submitted  by  the  parties,  and  full  investigation  of  the  mat- 
ters and  things  involved  having  been  had,  and  the  Commission  having, 
on  the  date  hereof,  filed  an  opinion  containing  its  findings  of  facts  and 
conclusions  thereon,  which  said  Opinion  is  hereby  referred  to  and  made 

a part  hereof:  ^ ^ ^ ^ ■ 

Now,  to  wit,  January  21st,  1914,  It  is  ordered.  That  the  complaint  in 
this  proceeding  be,  and  is  hereby  dismissed. 


CO.MPLA1NT  DOCKET  NO.  77. 

STEVENSON,  SPERRING  AND  COM->^ 

PANY 

vs.  L Long  and  short  haul. 

NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  AND  HUDSON  | 

RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  J 

Filed  November  13,  1913. — Refund  ordered  January  21,  1914. 

Alleged  discrimination  in  freight  charged  on  three  shipments  of  lumber 
resulting  from  aiiplying  a higher  rate  for  a short  haul  than  for  a 

longer  haul  on  the  same  commodity  in  the  same  direction,  the  longer 

haul  including  the  shorter. 

Held,  That  in  such  circumstances  the  higher  rate  for  the  shorter  haul 
is  illegal. 

(See  also  Report  on  Complaint  Docket  No.  73.) 

Complainant  submitted  three  instances  of  alleged  discrimination,  to  wit: 

First  and  Second:  On  two  cars  of  lumber  shipped  at  different  times  from  Jersey 
Mills  to  Shenandoah,  the  sixth  class  rate  of  $2.60  per  net  ton  was  assessed,  there 

not  being  in  effect  at  that  time  a commodity  rate  on  this  material  between  those 

points;  but  there  was  in  effect  at  that  time  a commodity  rate  of  $1.80  on  lumber 
in  carloads  to  the  same  destination  from  Cammal,  a point  more  distant  from 
Shenandoah  than  Jersey  Mills,  the  point  of  shipment. 

Third:  The  freight  on  a car  of  lumber  shipped  from  Jersey  Mills  to  West  Fair- 
view  was  charged  at  the  sixth  class  rate  of  $2.60  per  net  ton,  there  being  no  com- 
modity rate  then  in  effect  on  the  material  between  those  points ; but  there  was  in 
effect  at  that  time  a commodity  rate  of  $2.10  per  net  ton  on  lumber  in  carloads  from 
Jersey  Mills  to  Lemoyne,  which  latter  point  is  intermediate  to  West  Fairview,  the 
destination  of  the  shipment. 

In  its  answer  the  Respondent  Company  admitted  that  in  all  three  instances  the 
facts  were  correct  as  stated,  and  advised  the  Commission  that  it  had  since  issued 
amending  tariffs  to  correct  the  discrimination  complained  of ; but  the  Respondent 
Company  contended  that  it  should  retain  the  charges  already  collected,  because 
they  were  assessed  in  accordance  with  its  published  tariffs. 

The  Commission  advised  the  Respondent  Company  that  the  higher  rate  for  the 
shorter  haul  than  for  the  larger  haul  of  the  same  material  in  the  same  direction, 
the  lonaer  haul  including  the  shorter,  is  illegal,  the  fact  that  the  rate  was  in  ac- 
cordance with  published  tariffs  not  being  deemed  sufficient  to  justify  the  rate  itself. 
A refiind  of  the  excess  freight  was  accordingly  ordered  to  he  made  to  the  Com- 
plainant, and  the.  case  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  78. 

CENTRE  BRICK  AND  CLAY  COMPANY  " 

vs.  Alleged  violation  of  the  long  and 

NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  AND  HUDSON  short  haul  provision. 

RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

Filed  November  17,  1913. — Refund  Ordered  .January  21,  1914. 

Alleged  discrimination  in  freight  charges  on  two  carloads  of  brick  re- 
sulting from  applying  a higher  rate  on  a short  haul  than  for  a longer 
haul  on  the  same  commodity  in  the  same  direction,  the  longer  haul 
including  the  shorter.  > 

Held,  That  in  such  circumstances  the  higher  rate  for  the  shorter  haul 
is  illegal. 

(See  also  Report  on  Complaint  Docket  No.  73.) 

The  Complainant  claimed  discrimination  in  that  the  Respondent  Company  had 
charged  a rate  of  80  cents  a ton  on  two  ears  of  brick  from  Orviston  to  Lock  Haven 
at  a time  when  there  was  in  effect  a rate  of  70  cents  per  net  ton  from  the  same 
point  of  origin  to  Avis,  a station  more  distant  than  I.ock  Haven,  and  asked  the 
proper  refund  be  made. 

The  Respondent  .admitted  that  it  had  charged  the  sixth  class  rate  of  80  cents  per 
net  ton  because  there  was  no  commodity  rate  in  effect  on  the  material  in  question 
at  the  time  the  shipment  moved,  and  stated  that  since  then  it  had  amended  its 
tariff  so  as  to  apply  the  70  cent  rate  to  the  intermediate  point,  but  contended  that 
it  should  retain  the  charge  collected  because  they  were  assessed  in  accordance  with 
its  published  tariff. 

The  Commission  ruled  that  the  higher  rate  from  the  same  point  of  origin  to  an 
intermediate  point  was  illegal  and  reparation  should  be  made  accordingly  to  which 
the  Respondent  agreed,  and  the  case  was  ordered  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  81. 


PATTON  CLAY  MANUFACTURING 
COMPANY 
vs. 

NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  AND  HUDSON 
RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


'■  Higher  rate  on  brick  from  Patton, 
Cambria  County,  to  Munson, 
Clearfield  County,  than  from 
> Patton,  Cambria  County,  to 
Wellsboro,  Tioga  County,  a 
longer  haul  in  the  same  direc- 
tion. 


Filed  November  20,  1913. — Closed  .January  21,  1914. 


Complaint  was  made  that  a higher  rate  was  charged  for  the  transportation  of  brick 
from  Patton  to  Munson  than  from  Patton  to  Wellsboro,  a longer  haul  in  the  same 
direction. 

Upon  investigation  the  Commission  found  that  the  shipment  in  question  was 
charged  at  sixth  class  rate  of  eight  cents  per  hundred  pound  in  accordance  with 
the  Respondent’s  tariff,  but  that  there  was  in  effect  on  the  date  of  the  shipment  a 
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commodity  rate  of  $1.50  per  ton  on  bricks  in  carloads  from  Patton  to  Wellsboro,  in 
accordance  with  Respondent’s  tariff,  and  Munson,  the  point  of  destination  of 
the  shipment  in  question,  being  intermediate  between  Patton  and  Wellsboro.  The 
Commission  informed  the  Respondent  that  under  the  statutes  of  this  Commonwealth 
the  higher  rate  was  illegal  and  could  not  be  maintained  and  that  reparation  of  the 
overcharge  should  therefore  be  made. 

Upon  receipt  of  advice  that  such  refund  had  been  made,  the  Commission  directed 
that  the  case  he  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  91. 

Insufficient  number  of  coaches  on 
train  No.  487  from  Blairsville  In- 
tersection to  Indiana  on  the 
evening  of  November  26,  1913. 

Filed  December  2,  1913.— Closed  January  21,  1914. 

Complaint  alleged  an  insufficient  number  of  coaches  on  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
train  No.  487,  operating  from  Blairsville  Intersection  to  Indiana,  on  the  evening 
of  November  26,  1913. 

The  Respondent  advised,  in  answer,  that  arrangements  had  been  made  to  add 
an  extra  coach  to  this  train  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  Mondays  and  days  preceding 
holidays  in  order  to  avoid  further  complaint. 

Upon  receipt  of  advices  from  the  complainant  that  there  had  been  a noticeable 
improvement  in  the  facilities  furnished,  particularly  on  the  days  preceding  the 
Christmas  holidays,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


C.  A.  CUNNINGHAM 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  107. 

T.  L.  SNYDER  iN 

vs.  I Withdrawal  of  agency  station  at 

MARYLAND  AND  PENNSYLVANIA  f Castlefin,  York  County. 
RAILROAD  COMPANY.  J 

Filed  December  29,  1913.— Closed  January  21,  1914. 

Complaint  was  made  against  the  withdrawal  of  the  agent  at  Castlefin,  York 
County,  alleging  that  this  action  by  the  Respondent  greatly  inconvenienced  the 
public  at  that  point. 

The  Respondent  admitted  that  the  agent  in  question  had  been  removed  for  the 
good  of  the  service,  but  had  since  been  restored  to  duty. 

As  this  action  removed  the  cause  of  complaint,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  9. 


J.  W.  CORNISH 


Unjust  regulation  in  requiring 
patrons  to  pay  for  the  install- 
ation of  meters. 


vs. 


FAIRVIEW  WATER  COMPANY. 


Filed  August  14,  1913.— Dismissed  January  23,  1914. 


Complaint  alleged  that  Respondent  proposed  to  establish  a new  basis  of  rates 
and  that  under  its  regulations  patrons  were  required  to  pay  for  the  installing  of 
meters . 

Respondent  averred,  in  its  answer,  that  its  rates  were  fair  and  equitable  and  its 
rule  reasonable. 

A date  for  hearing  was  appointed  but  the  complainant  failed  to  appear.  The 
Respondent  presented  testimony. 

The  Commission  accordingly  rendered  an  opinion  and  order  dismissing  the  com- 
pl.'iint  as  follows: 

Ewing,  Commissioner: 

The  Complainant  failing  to  attend  the  hearing  on  the  date  fixed  to  suit 
his  convenience,  and  it  appearing  that  he  has  already  installed  the  meter, 
which  was  one  ground  of  his  complaint,  and  as  the  meter  rates  have  not 
yet  been  put  into  effect  and  not  proposed  to  be  until  next  July,  which  is 
another  averment  in  his  complaint,  and  the  present  rates  being  the  same 
as  for  the  year  past,  the  complaint  will,  therefore,  be  dismissed. 


This  case  being  at  issue  upon  complaint  and  answer  on  file,  and  having 
been  duly  heard  and  submitted  by  the  parties,  and  full  investigation  of 
the  matters  and  things  involved  having  been  had,  and  the  Commission 
having,  on  the  date  hereof,  filed  an  opinion  containing  its  findings  of 
facts  and  conclusions  thereon,  whjch  said  opinion  is  hereby  referred  to  and 
made  a part  thereof. 

Now,  to  wit,  January  23rd,  1914,  It  is  ordered,  that  the  complaint  in 
this  proceeding  be,  and  is  hereby,  dismissed. 


Complaint  was  instituted  by  Karl  F.  Miller,  the  Somerset  Fuel  Company  and 
other  patrons  of  the  White’s  Creek  Branch  of  the  Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany, objecting  to  the  lack  of  passenger  service  on  that  Branch. 

Respondent  advised  that  the  road  was  maintained  for  the  purpose  of  handling 
freight  and  that  there  is  nothing  to  justify  the  expenditure  necessary  to  inaugu- 
rate passenger  service . 

Upon  investigation  it  developed  that  for  a time  at  least  the  Respondent  had 
operated  a combination  train  containing  both  passenger  and  freight  cars. 

The  Commission  recommended  that  this  service  at  least  be  reinstalled.  Upon 
compliance  with  this  recommendation,  the  Complainants  expressing  themselves 
as  entirely  satisfied,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


ORDER. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  40. 


service  on  White’s 


Filed  September  23,  1913. — Closed  February  3,  1914. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  48. 


JAMES  G.  AIcSPARRAN 


vs. 

LANCASTER,  OXFORD  AND  SOUTH- 
ERN RAILWAY  COMPANY. 


^Excessive  rate  on  fertilizer. 


FUed  September  26,  1913.— Closed  February  3,  1914. 

Complaint  was  made  against  the  charges  assessed  on  shipments  of  fertilizer  trans- 
ferred from  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  at  the  junction  point  of  that  line  with 
Respondent’s  line  at  Peach  Bottom,  the  principal  allegation  being  that  a greater 
proportionate  charge  was  made  for  the  transfer  of  small  shipments  than  for 
shipments  of  larger  bulk. 

Upon  .investigation  it  appeared  to  the  Commission  that  the  charges  for  the 
transfer  of  commodities  shipped  in  bulk,  similar  to  those  involved  in  this  complaint, 
were  Ulbalanced  and  resulted  in  inequality.  The  Commission  therefore  recom- 
mended a readjustment  of  those  charges  and  suggested  for  consideration  a minimum 
charge  of  25  cents  for  the  transfer  of  five  thousand  pounds  or  less  and  a charge 
of  10  cents  per  ton  for  shipments  over  that  amount. 

The  Respondent  objected  to  the  proposed  minimum  charge,  but  agreed  that  when 
several  consignments  from  one  consignor  of  any  commodity  reached  the  junction 
point  for  transfer  in  one  carload  or  shipment,  that  it  would  apply  the  rate  upon 
the  total  weight  of  such  consignments.  As  this  plan  met  with  the  approval  of 
the  Complainant,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 

Subsequently  the  Complainant  requested  that  the  Commission  rule  also  on 
rates  effective  on  Respondent’s  line,  which  it  was  alleged  were  excessive. 

The  Complainant  was  directed  to  furnish  more  specific  information  as  to  rates, 
and  it  being  found  that  the  rates  applied  trom  Baltimore,  Maryland,  he  was  advised 
that  the  matter  was  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission,  and  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  at  Washington,  D.  C. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  61. 


PENNSYLVANIA  LUMBER  COMPANY 
vs. 


SHEFFIELD  & TIONESTA  RAILWAY 
COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Claim  covering  shipment  of  lumber 
L from  Sheffield,  Warren  County, 
to  Oakdale,  Allegheny  County 


Filed  October  17,  1913. — Dismissed  February  3,  1914. 

Complainant  instituted  a claim  to  cover  an  alleged  overcharge  on  freight  shipped 
from  Sheffield  to  Oakdale,  Allegheny  County,  which  due  to  a mistake  in  billing, 
was  shipped  to  Oakdale,  Dauphin  County. 

After  due  investigation,  the  Commission  determined  that  the  error  in  shipment 
was  entirely  due  to  faulty  shipping  instructions  furnished  by  the  Complainant,  and 
the  case  was  accordingly  dismissed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  98. 


UNITED 


WAYNE  CANFIELD 
vs. 

STATES  EXPRESS  COMPANY. 


Delay  and  loss  due  to  unreasonable 
routing  of  shipment  of  trees  from 
Paxinos,  Northumberland  Coun- 
ty, to  Dallas,  Luzerne  County. 


Filed  December  12,  1913. — Dismissed  February  3,  1914. 


Complainant  forwarded  a shipment  of  chestnut  trees  from  Paxinos,  Northumber- 
land County,  to  Dallas,  Luzerne  County,  on  October  10th,  1912,  which  shipment 
did  not,  however,  reach  its  destination  until  October  14th,  1912,  and  a claim  of 
$7.24  was  presented  to  cover  alleged  extra  expense  to  which  complainant  had  been 
put  as  a result  of  the  delay  in  service  of  the  shipment  in  question . 

The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  Respondent,  who  averred  that  the  shipment 
was  forwarded  October  11th  instead  of  October  10th,  as  alleged  by  Complainant; 
further,  that  it  had  been  routed  correctly  and  that  delay  was  due  not  to  the 
routing  but  to  the  fact  that  the  shipment  had  gone  astray,  but  denied  responsibility 
for  the  claim  presented  by  Complainant. 

After  due  consideration  the  Commission  determined  that  the  charges  claimed  by 
Complainant  was  not  justified  by  the  facts  as  it  had  found  them,  and  dismissed 
the  complaint. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  103. 


CITY 


M.  S.  KELLEY 
vs. 

TRANSFER  COMPANY  OP  HAR- 
RISBURG. 


'i  Excessive  transfer  charges  on 
trunk  from  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
^ road  Station  to  2124  N.  Third 
Street. 


Filed  December  26,  1913. — Dismissed  February  3,  1914. 


Complainant  averred  that  the  rate  of  50  cents  charged  by  Respondent  for  the 
transportation  of  a trunk  from  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Station  in  Harrisburg 
to  his  residence  at  2124  North  Third  Steet  was  excessive,  as  compared  with  the 
baggage  transportation  charges  in  effect  in  other  cities. 

Respondent  contended  in  its  answer  that  Maclay  Street  was  the  dividing  line 
between  the  35  cent  and  50  cent  zones  and  that  Mr.  Kelley  lived  just  twelve  doors 
beyond  this  point  of  division.  To  give  the  Complainant  the  advantage  of  the 
lower  rate  it  would  be  necessary  to  ch.ange  its  zone  boundaries,  which,  it  alleged, 
had  been  carefull.v  worked  out  and  were  fair  and  reasonable  for  the  service  ren- 
dered. It  further  presented  statistics  of  the  rates  charged  in  a number  of  cities  in 
the  United . States  showing  that  the  rates  quoted  were  as  low  as  those  in  effect  in 
the  average  city. 

After  careful  consideration,  the  Commission  determined  that  the  charge  com- 
plained against  was  not  excessive,  taking  into  consideration  the  character  of  the 
work  performed,  the  investment  and  the  distance  covered,  and  the  complaint  was 
accordingly  dismissed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  128. 

W.  A.  ZELNICKER  SUPPLY  COMPANY  ^ 

vs.  > Demurrage  charges. 

KANE  AND  ELK  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  J 

Filed  January  17,  1914. — Dismissed  February  4,  1914. 

The  complaint  was  against  a demurrage  charge  collected  on  a car  of  structural 
iron,  originating  at  Phoenixville,  on  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad,  and  destined  to 
James  City,  on  the  line  of  the  Respondent’s  railroad. 

The  Respondent  filed  its  answer  to  the  allegations  set  forth  in  the  petition, 
averring  tliat  the  Complainant  had  been  duly  notified  of  the  arrival  of  the  car  at 
the  destination;  that  after  $4.00  or  $5.00  demurrage  had  accrued,  a telegram  was 
sene  to  the  Complainant  requesting  to  be  advised  as  to  the  disposition  of  the  car, 
and  that  Complainant  refused  to  receive  the  telegram,  because  it  had  been  sent 
“collect.”  The  demurrage  charges  were  finally  paid  by  The  American  Plate  Glass 
Company,  for  which,  it  developed,  the  consignment  was  really  intended. 

After  careful  consideration  of  all  the  facts,  the  Commission  determined  that  the 
Complainant  was  not  entitled  to  the  waiving  of  the  demurrage  charges,  that  the 
Respondent  was  right  in  its  contention,  and  directed  that  the  complaint  be  therefore 
dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  95. 

PASTOR  BROTHERS  5 

vs.  ^Alleged  excessive  charge  for  water. 

WAYNESBORO  WATER  COMPANY.  J 

Filed  December  8,  1913. — Dismissed  February  5,  1914. 

Complainants  averred  that  in  executing  a contract  with  the  Borough  of  Waynes- 
boro, the  Respondent  had  assessed  an  excessive  charge  for  water  used  in  the  con- 
struction of  concrete  curbing. 

It  was  found  upon  investigation  that  the  rate  coUecied  was  charged  on  basis  of 
5 cents  a perch  for  each  perch  of  concrete  contained  in  the  curbing. 

After  careful  consideration  and  a comparison  of  the  charges  made  in  other 
cities  for  the  use  of  water  in  the  same  character  of  work,  the  Commission  de- 
termined that,  under  the  circumstances,  it  did  not  feel  justified  in  awarding 
reparation,  and  the  case  was  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  129. 


J.  A. 


PENNSYLVANIA 


CAVANAUGH 

vs. 

RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


>- 


Overcrowded  condition  of  Train 
No.  37,  Johnstown,  Cambria 
County,  to  East  Liberty,  Alle- 
gheny County,  on  December  26 


J 1913. 

Filed  January  19,  1914. — Closed  February  7,  1914. 


Complainant  alleged  that  in  a journey  from  Johnstown  to  East  Liberty,  Decem- 
ber 26,  1913,  in  the  one  coach  of  the  train  there  were  no  available  seats  and  that 
he  was  told  by  the  brakeman  of  the  train  to  go  into  the  Pullman  car  where  there 
wree  plenty  of  available  seats.  He  did  so  and  was  charged  forty  cents  for  the 
seat  he  obtained  in  that  car. 
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In  answer,  the  Respondent  stated  that  the  train  in  question  was  a sleeping 
train  from  New  York  to  Pittsburgh,  and  consisted  upon  the  day  in  question  of 
one  combination  car,  one  dining  car,  six  sleeping  cars  and  one  coach ; that  usually 
one  coach  is  sufficient  to  provide  ample  accommodation  for  the  local  travel,  but 
upon  the  date  above  mentioned  the  local  travel  was  unusually  heavy,  about  twenty 
passengers  boarding  the  train  at  Johnstown,  some  of  whom  went  direct  to  the  club 
car. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant,  and  no  further  advices 
having  been  received  from  him,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prose- 
cution. 


COMPLAIi^T  DOCKET  NO.  132. 

HARRY  H.  MURRAY,  ET  AL. 
vs. 

DUQUESNE  LIGHT  COMPANY. 

Piled  January  21,  1914.— Withdrawn  Pebruary  9,  1914.. 

The  complaint  was  in  the  form  of  a petition  on  behalf  of  an  association  of  the 
City  of  Pittsburgh  composed  of  engineers,  merchants  and  others,  alleging  dis- 
criminatory rates  charged  by  the  Respondent  Company  for  electricity. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  denied  the  material  allegations  of  the  complaint 
and  averred  that  there  was  nothing  set  forth  in  the  complaint  that  would  justify 
an  investigation  by  the  Commission  or  that  should  require  it  to  enter  into  the 
general  defence  of  its  rates. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainants  and  under  date  of 
Pebruary  7,  1914,  the  Commission  received  a communication  from  the  Com- 
plainants requesting  permission  to  withdraw  the  complaint,  which  request  was 
granted,  and  the  case  was  accordingly  so  marked. 


^Alleged  discriminatory  rates. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  82. 

CLEMENT  H.  CONGDON 

vs.  I Alleged  discrimination  in  contract 

THE  BET.L  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OP  charges. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Piled  November  20,  1913. — Closed  Pebruary  10,  1914. 

Complainant  alleged  that  he  had  been  induced  by  the  Respondent  to  execute 
a contract  for  measured  service  from  the  “Oaklane”  Exchange  with  a mileage 
charge  of  $2.50  per  month.  He  alleged  that  subsequent  inquiry  disclosed  the  fact 
that  other  patrons  of  Respondent  were  receiving  service  from  this  exchange  at 
more  advantageous  rates. 

The  Commission  advised  complainant  that  it  was  without  jurisdiction  prior  to 
January  1,  1914,  upon  which  date  the  Public  Service  Company  Law  would  become 
fully  effective.  Prior,  however,  to  any  further  action  being  taken,  the  Complainant 
advised  the  Commission  that  the  Bell  Telephone  Company  had  investigated  the 
matters  complained  of  and  had  reimbursed  him  in  full  amount  of  the  overcharge. 

The  case  was  accordingly  marked  closed . 


No.  27. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  102. 

E.  H.  MABRY 
vs. 

HAMBURG  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  COM- 
PANY. 

Filed  December  23,  1913. — Closed  February  18,  1914. 

Complainant  requested  the  assistance  of  the  Commission  in  securing  the  installa- 
tion of  electric  service  in  the  hall  of  the  Leesport  Fire  Company  in  order  that  he 
might  give  moving  picture  exhibitions. 

The  Commission  investigated  the  matter  by  its  representative,  who  found  that 
the  cause  of  complaint  lay  in  the  failure  of  the  owners  of  the  hall  to  agree  to  the 
rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Electric  Company  whereby  such  service 
was  furnished.  Upon  further  consideration  the  Leesport  Fire  Company  determined 
that  inasmuch  as  the  law  of  Pennsylvania  required  the  seats  in  moving  picture 
houses  to  be  fastened  to  the  floor,  thus  destroying  the  value  of  the  hall  for  dancing 
purposes,  it  would  not  rent  same  to  complainant  for  moving  picture  exhibitions. 

The  matter  being  thus  disposed  of,  the  Commission  directed  that  the  case  be 
marked  closed. 


Refusal  to  furnish  service. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  lOL 

REESE-SHERIFF  LUMBER  COMPANY  ' 

vs.  Higher  rate  for  shorter  than  for 

NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  & HUDSON  T longer  haul. 

RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

J 

Filed  December  20,  1913. — Closed  February  18,  1914. 

Reparation  was  asked  to  cover  alleged  overcharge  on  various  shipments  of  lumber 
from  Mitchells  to  Williamsport,  it  being  averred  that  a lower  rate  than  that 
charged  was  concurrently  in  effect  from  Kermoor  to  Williamsport,  and  Mitchells 
being  an  intermediate  point  should  be  entitled  to  the  lower  rate. 

Respondent  admitted  the  facts  as  alleged  and  agreed  to  reduce  the  charges,  if 
such  action  had  the  approval  of  the  Commission. 

Upon  consideration  the  Commission  advised  the  Respondent  that,  inasmuch  as 
the  rate  in  effect  at  the  time  the  shipments  moved  was  higher  than  the  rate  for 
a longer  haul  on  the  same  commodity,  in  the  same  direction,  the  longer  haul  in- 
cluding the  shorter,  under  the  statutes  of  this  Commonwealth  the  rate  was  illegal 
and  reparation  should  therefore  be  made. 

The  complaint  was  forthwith  marked  closed. 


COMI»LAINT  DOCKET  NO.  97. 


JOHN  YOUNG 
vs. 

BALTIMORE  & OHIO  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY. 


Alleged  discrimination  in  rate  for 
> school  tickets  between  Allison 
I Park  to  Etna,  Allegheny  County. 


Piled  December  11,  1913. — Closed  February  19,  1914. 


Complainant  alleged  discrimination  in  rates  on  school  tickets  between  Allison 
Park  and  Etna,  when  compared  with  rates  charged  for  school  tickets  between 
Undercliff  and  Allegheny. 
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Respondent,  in  answer,  advised  that  upon  elieeking  up  the  46-trip  monthly  com- 
mutation school  fares  in  the  territory  between  Pittsburgh  and  Rutler,  it  was  found 
that  the  fares  for  this  class  of  transportation  were  constructed  on  a basis  some- 
what higher  than  that  used  in  constructing  fares  for  the  same  class  of  transporta- 
tion between  points  in  other  divisions  of  its  line  west  of  the  Ohio  River.  It 
agreed,  therefore,  to  readjust  the  fares  in  question,  and,  on  the  basis  adopted, 
the  commutation  fare  complained  against  was  reduced  from  $3.60  to  $2.30. 

This  action  satisfying  the  complaint,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  133. 


JOHN  A.  BIRKLB 
vs. 

NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  AND  HUDSON 
RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Rate  on  lumber.  Water ville,  Ly- 
^ coming  County,  to  Lansford, 
Carbon  County. 


Piled  January  23,  1014. — Closed  February  20,  1914. 


The  Complainant  shipped  a carload  of  lumber  from  Waterville  to  Landisville,  Le- 
high and  New  England  Railroad  delivery.  He  alleged  that  the  Respondent  Company 
quoted  him  a rate  of  $2.50  per  net  ton  at  the  same  time  stating  that  a rate  of  $2.10 
per  net  ton  would  be  the  correct  rate,  but  the  latter  rate  had  not  been  published. 
After  waiting  two  mouths  for  the  new  rate  to  go  into  effect  and  not  hearing  from 
the  Respondent  Company  in  the  matter,  the  sliipment  was  made  and  charges  col- 
lected on  the  basis  of  $2.50  per  net  ton. 

The  complaint  was  referred  to  the  Respondent  for  answer,  and  upon  receipt  of 
advice  from  the  Company  that  the  rate  of  $2.10  was  the  lawful  rate  applicable  to 
this  shipment,  permission  was  granted  to  make  to  the  Complainant  a refund  of 
the  difference  between  tlie  two  rates,  and  the  case  accordingly  marked  closed. 


COMI'LAINT  JiOCKET  NO.  137. 


E.  M.  SWEET,  ET  AL. 
vs. 

LEHIGH  VALLEY  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 


''  Service  on  train  leaving  Sayre, 
Bradford  County,  arriving  at 

JTunkhannock,  Wyoming  County, 
at  1.45  o’clock  P.  M. 


Piled  January  28,  1914. — Closed  February  20,  1914. 


This  complaint  was  in  the  form  of  a petition  signed  by  sixty  traveling  men,  al- 
leging the  uncertainty  of  the  schedule  of  what  is  known  as  the  ‘‘Extra  Milk  Train” 
operated  by  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company  between  Sayre  and  Tunk- 
hannock. 

The  complaint  was  referred  to  the  Respondent  and,  in  its  answer,  it  averred 
that  the  train  in  question  was  requested  by  the  farmers  and  other  persons  living  in 
the  small  villages  along  the  line  of  its  road  for  their  accommodation  in  the  shipment 
of  milk,  that  being  the  primary  purpose  of  the  train.  It  further  averred  that 
there  were  a sufficient  number  of  trains  operating  both  ways  between  the  points 
in  question  for  the  reasonable  accommodation  of  the  traveling  public. 

In  view  of  all  the  facts  presented,  the  Commission  after  due  consideration,  de- 
termined that  it  did  not  feel  justified  in  directing  a change  of  the  schedule  of  the  train 
in  question . The  case  was  accordingly  marked  closed . 


No.  27. 
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COMPLAI^^T  DOCKET  KO.  114. 


LOUIS  N.  McCarter 


Alleged  unjust  and  arbitrary 
>.  charge  made  to  patrons  owning 


vs. 


THE  NORRISTOWN  INSURANCE  AND 
WATER  COMPANY. 


automobiles. 


Filed  January  6,  1914. — Closed  February  24,  1914. 


The  Complainant  objected  to  the  ruling  of  Respondent  which  included  a charge  of 
$2.00  each  for  two  automobiles  which  he  owned  and  stored  on  his  property  in  a 
private  garage,  in  which  there  was  no  water  used  therein  for  washing  of  automo- 
biles . 

The  Respondent  claimed  that  its  flat  rate  charge  for  dwelling  house  purposes  was 
established  before  the  use  of  the  automobiles  had  become  so  general,  and  was  in- 
tended to  restrict  the  use  of  water  to  strictly  domestic  purposes ; that  since  pri- 
vate garages  had  become  so  generally  used,  consumers  frequently  carry  water 
from  the  house-supply,  and  use  it  for  washing  automobiles  in  the  garage,  such 
use  of  additional  water  beyond  that  formerly  used  for  dweUing  house  purposes 
necessitated  a new  ruling  which  comprehends  a charge  for  water  taken  from  the 
house-supply  and  used  in  the  stable  or  garage  in  the  premises,  but  from  patrons 
maintaining  garages  on  their  premises  and  having  their  cars  washed  elsewhere, 
the  Company  accepts  a signed  statement  from  the  consumer,  agreeing  not  to  use 
any  water  out  of  the  house  for  garage  purposes.  The  Respondent  Company  stated 
that  the  Complainant  had  refused  to  sign  such  a statement. 

After  consideration  of  the  facts  presented,  the  Commission  advised  the  Com- 
plainant that  in  its  opinion,  if  water  is  used  for  automohUes  in  the  garage  on 
his  property,  the  rate  charged  by  the  Respondent  Company  should  be  paid  ; but 
that  if  the  Complainant  does  not  use,  nor  intends  to  use,  the  water  for  such 
purposes,  then  the  Company  has  no  right  to  make  charge  therefor.  The  complaint 
was  marked  closed. 


The  Complainant  alleged  an  excessive  charge  for  metered  gas  service  bj’  the  Re- 
spondent Company,  and  that  his  request  to  have  his  meter  changed  had  been 
refused  by  the  Respondent. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer  to  the  complaint,  denied  its  refusal  to  test  the  meter 
of  the  Complainant  and,  on  the  contrary,  averred  that  his  old  meter  had  been 
replaced  with  a new  one  and  that  upon  test  it  had  been  found  that  both  meters 
correctly  measured  the  consumption . 

The  Complainant  was  furnished  with  a copy  of  the  answer  filed  by  the  Respondent. 
The  case  was  not  prosecuted  further,  and  was  accordingly  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  150. 


PHILIP  GIANNOTTI 


vs. 


POTTER  GAS  COMPANY. 


Filed  February  17,  1914. — Closed  March  3,  1914. 
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COMPLAINT  LOCKET  NO.  120. 


BOROUGH  OF  OSCEOLA  MILLS, 
CLEARFIELD  COUNTY 
vs. 

OSCEOLA  WATER  SUPPLY  COMPANY. 


Alleged  unjust  increase  in  water 
J rates. 


Filed  January  15,  19H. — Dismissed  March  3.  1914. 


Various  citizens  of  the  Borough  of  Osceola  Mills,  signed  and  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission a request  to  investigate  “the  unjust  and  unwarranted  raising  of  the  water 
rates”  by  the  Respondent  Company,  naming  as  their  representative  the  editor  of 
the  “Leader  Courier”  at  Osceola  Mills. 

A letter  mailed  to  that  address  by  the  Commission,  requesting  further  and  more 
definite  information  respecting  the  matters  complained  of  was  never  answered  nor 
returned  as  undelivered,  and  the  Commission  accordingly  ordered  the  case  dis- 
missed for  lack  of  prosecution . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  126. 

MUTUAL  FILM  CORPORATION  ^ Delay  in  delivery  of  shipments 
vs.  L from  Harrisburg  to  the  Scranton 

ADAMS  EXPRESS  COMPANY.  J District. 

Filed  January  16,  1914. — Closed  March  3,  1914. 

The  Mutual  Film  Corporation  complained  of  difficulty  experienced  with  the  Adams 
Express  Company  in  the  transfer  at  Wilkes-Barre  of  shipments  originating  in 
Harrisburg  and  destined  to  the  Scranton  district,  and  also  as  to  the  holding  of  a 
case  of  films  in  the  offices  of  the  Respondent  Company  for  several  weeks  without 
notifying  the  Complainant. 

The  Respondent  in  the  latter  ease,  in  answer,  advised  that  on  account  of  a 
breakdown  in  the  machine  of  the  consignee  he  refused  to  accept  the  films.  It  averred 
that  the  Complainant  was  notified  of  this  fact  and  that  it  ordered  the  films  re- 
turned, but  it  being  found  that  the  films  were  not  properly  packed  in  accordance 
with  the  explosive  regulations  of  the  Federal  Government,  and  the  Complainant 
failing  to  supply  the  proper  container  after  several  requests  so  to  do,  the  shipment 
could  not  be  returned. 

The  Complainant,  commenting  upon  the  answer  of  the  Respondent,  stated  that 
the  package  was  received  at  the  Harrisburg  office  as  being  in  proper  condition  for 
shipment. 

After  due  coasideration  the  Commission  advised  the  parties  that  it  is  without 
jurisdiction  to  adjudicate  claims  for  delays  in  transfer,  as  that  is  a matter  for  deter- 
mination by  the  courts,  and  that  the  Respondent  Company  should  exercise  due  dili- 
gence in  forwarding  packages  properly  packed  in  order  that  there  be  no  unnecessary 
delay  in  delivery.  The  Respondent  advised  that  it  would  comply  with  the  Commis- 
sion’s directions  in  the  matter  and  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


No.  27. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  84. 

.1.  B.  DAVIS  AND  SONS  Alleged  excessive  rate  on  lumber 

vs.  ! from  Worth,  Somerset  Co.,  to 

BALTIMORE  AND  OHIO  RAILROAD  ^ points  in  the  vicinity  of  Pitts- 
COMPANY.  j burgh,  Allegheny  Co. 

Filed  November  24,  1913.— Closed  March  3,  1914. 

Complainant  alleged  that  the  rate  of  15  cents  per  hundred  pounds  by  the  Re- 
spondent on  shipments  of  lumber  from  Worth  to  points  in  the  vicinity  of  Pittsburgh 
was  excessive  and  unreasonable  to  such  an  extent  as  to  be  prohibitive,  and  requested 
the  intervention  of  the  Commission  to  secure,  if  possible,  a rate  under  which  they 
might  meet  their  competitors  in  the  Pittsburgh  market. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  Respondent,  which  agreed  to  establish  rates 
of  $1.80  and  $1.90  per  ton  on  shipments  to  various  points  in  question,  and  these 
rates  being  entirely  satisfactory  to  the  Complainant,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  5. 


W.  A.  SELTS,  ET  AL. 
vs. 

JERSEY  SHORE  GAS  COMPANY. 


1 Alleged  inadequate  service  and  an 
I inferior  quality  of  gas. 


Filed  August  7,  1913. — Closed  March  4,  1914. 

Complaint  alleged  inadequate  service  and  an  inferior  quality  of  gas. 

After  an  investigation,  the  Commission  directed  that  Respondent  should  see  that 
a sufficient  amount  of  gas  was  furnished  for  the  use  of  its  patrons  and  that  the 
quality  be  such  as  not  to  clog  the  fixtures. 

Under  date  of  February  29,  1913,  the  Respondent  advised  that  no  complaints 
had  been  made  to  it  as  to  the  quality  of  gas  since  October.  A copy  of  this  com- 
munication was  furnished  complainant  and  no  further  advices  being  received  the 
complaint  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  37. 


A.  B.  SPERRY 
vs. 

CENTRAL  DISTRICT  TELEPHONE 
COMPANY. 


Alleged  inefficient  service  of  Wil 
W kins  Exchange,  Wilkinsburg,  Al- 
legheny County. 


Filed  September  15,  1913. — Dismissed  March  4,  1914. 


Complainant  alleged  unreasonable  delay  and  difficulty  in  making  telephone  calls 
from  his  place  of  business,  connected  with  the  “Court”  Exchange  of  the  Central 
District  Telephone  Company  at  Pittsburgh,  to  his  residence  connected  with  the 
“Wilkins”  Exchange  and  more  particularly  against  the  refusal  of  the  telephone 
company  to  permit  him  to  talk  with  the  Chief  Operator  of  the  “Wilkins”  Exchange 
from  the  telephone  in  his  office. 
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The  Telephone  Company,  in  its  answer,  alleged  that  under  its  regulations  the 
responsibility  of  establishing  telephone  connections  is  placed  upon  the  operator 
with  whom  the  call  originates,  and  in  the  event  of  any  difficulties  arising,  a call 
may  be  made  to  the  Chief  Operator  of  (lint  exchange,  whose  duty  it  is  to  make  im- 
mediate investigation  of  the  service  difficulty  and  dispose  of  the  case  without  re- 
ferring the  calling  party  to  any  other  Chief'  Operator. 

The  Commission  referred  this  answer  to  the  Complainant  and  advised  that  if 
he  desired  to  further  prosecute  the  matter  an  opportunity  would  be  given  after 
January  1,  1914,  upon  which  date  The  Public  Service  Company  Law  became 
fully  effective.  However,  as  no  response  was  received  from  the  Complainant,  the 
case  was  dismissed . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  46. 

D.  B.  AND  W.  J.  CLARK  ^ Rate  on  lumber  from  points  on  the 

vs.  > Meadville  Branch  to  OU  City, 

ERIE  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  J Venango  County. 

Filed  September  25,  1913. — Closed  March  4,  1914. 

The  Complainant  shipped  lumber  from  various  points  on  the  Meadville  Branch 
of  Respondent’s  I'oad,  consigned  to  Oil  City,  for  delivery  to  the  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
road Company,  and  averred  that  the  rates  charged  for  this  movement  were  ex- 
cessive and  unreasonable. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  stated  that  the  shipments  were  correctly  charged 
at  regular  sixth  class  rate  of  six  cents  per  liundred  pounds,  as  published  from 
Meadville  to  Oil  City,  the  shipping  points  being  intermediate. 

The  Complainant  failed  to  make  any  replication  to  said  answer,  or  further  prose- 
cute the  complaint,  and  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  57. 


LEM  K.  HYNICKA 
vs. 

I,EBANON  STEAM  COMPANY. 


I Excessive  and  discriminatory  rate 
I for  steam  heat. 


Piled  October  14,  1913. — Closed  March  4,  1914. 

Complainant  alleged  excessive  and  discriminatory  rate  for  steam  heat. 

Respondent  filed  an  answer  under  date  of  October  18,  1913,  denying  that  the 
Complainant  had  ever  been  a patron  or  user  of  steam  heat  furnished  by  that  Com- 
pany, and  that  there  was  no  basis  therefore  for  a complaint;  and  further  denied  that 
its  rates  were  excessive,  as  compared  wdth  rates  of  other  companies  furnishing  a 
like  service. 

A copy  of  the  .answer  was  furnished  Complainant  with  the  advice  that  the  Com- 
mission could  not  proceed  further  in  the  determination  of  the  matter  until  after 
January  1,  1914,  upon  which  date  The  Public  Service  Company  Law  would  become 
fully  effective. 

As  no  further  prosecution  in  the  matter  was  made  by  the  Complainant,  the  case 
was  marked  closed. 


No.  27. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  74. 


F.  ML  TUNNELL  AND  COMPANY,  INC. 
vs. 

THE  PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD 


COMPANY. 


^Excessive  rate  of  freight. 


EMed  November  12,  1913. — Dismissed  March  4,  1914. 


Alleged  that  the  carload  rate  of  S3. 20  per  ton  on  fertilizer  from  Phila- 
delphia to  Elk  Lick  is  excessive. 

Complaint  alleged  that  in  comparison  with  other  rates  in  effect,  the  carload  rate 
of  S3. 20  per  net  ton  on  fertilizer  from  Philadelphia  via  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
for  delivery  by  the  Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  at  Elk  Lick,  (West  Salisbury  Sta- 
tion) in  Somerset  County,  a distance  of  33?  miles,  is  excessive, — citing  as  examples 
the  rate  of  $2.60  per  net  ton  in  carloads  for  a distance  of  4,34  miles  from  Philadelphia 
to  Buffalo,  as  well  as  other  rates  from  Philadelphia  to  Chicago  and  points  in  New 
England . 

The  Respondent  Company  ignored  the  comparison,  and  confined  its  answer  to 
an  explanation  of  the  $3.20  rate,  pointing  out  that  M^est  Salisbury  is  a point  of 
destination  local  to  the  Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad,  whose  rate  on  fertilizer  by  its 
own  line  from  Philadelphia  to  M^’est  Salisbury  is  $2.80  per  net  ton,  which  rate  is 
adopted  as  a basis  and  the  joint  rate  over  both  lines  made  by  adding  thereto  an 
arbitrary  of  40  cents  per  ton. 

This  answer  was  sent  to  the  Complainant  for  comment  on  November  19,  1913, 
with  advice  that  if  the  Complainant  desired,  the  Commission  would  appoint  a hearing 
for  a time  subsequent  to  .lanuary  1,  1914, — the  date  when  its  authority  and  juris- 
diction were  to  become  fully  effective. 

On  March  4,  1914,  the  Complainant  having  failed  to  take  further  action,  the 
Commission  ordered  the  case  dismissed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  89. 


RE.SIDENTS  OF  FAIRVIEW,  LUZERNEM 
COUNTY 

vs.  > 

LEHIGH  VALLEY  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY. 


Petition  for  stop  of  one  train  a 
day  at  Fairview. 


EMed  December  1,  1913.— Closed  March  4,  1914. 


The  complaint  was  by  a petition  signed  by  various  residents  of  Fairview,  Luzerne 
County,  asking  that  the  Commission  require  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company 
to  stop  on  flag  one  local  train  each  way  at  Fairview. 

The  Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commission  having  previously  passed  upon 
the  need  for  the  additional  train  facilities  at  this  point.  The  Public  Service  Com- 
mission advised  the  complainants  that  it  was  incumbent  upon  them  to  establish 
the  necessity  for  such  a stop  during  the  winter  season,  the  tr.ains  in  question 
making  a regular  stop  at  Fairview  during  the  summer  season. 

As  the  Complain.ant  failed  to  prosecute  the  matter,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  90. 


P.  H.  GLATPELTER  COMPANY 
vs. 


Alleged  excessive  and  discrimina- 


PHILADELPHIA  AND  READING  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 

WESTERN  MARYLAND  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 


tory  rate  on  waste  paper  fi’om 
Philadelphia  to  Spring  Grove, 
York  County. 


Filed  December  2,  1913. — Closed  March  4,  1914. 


Complainant  objected  to  a charge  of  ten  cents  per  hundred  pounds  on  waste 
paper  from  Philadelphia  to  Spring  Grove,  alleging  that  the  same  was  excessive 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  a like  rate  was  in  effect  for  the  transportation  of  waste 
paper  from  New  York  City  to  Spring  Grove. 

Respondent,  in  its  answer,  denied  that  the  rate  complained  of  was  unjust  or 
unreasonable  and  averred  that  the  rate  from  New  York  did  not  establish  a fair 
comparison  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  latter  was  an  interstate  rate  and  pre- 
sumablj'  made  in  view  of  certain  competitive  conditions  so  far  as  concerned  the 
movement  from  that  city. 

The  complainant  was  advised  that  the  Commission  would  afford  him  a hearing 
after  January  1,  1914,  upon  which  date  the  Public  Service  Company  Law  would 
become  effective. 

However,  as  the  complainant  failed  to  express  a desire  to  proceed  further  in  the 
matter,  the  complaint  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  92. 


R.  EINSTEIN 
vs. 

PENN  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY. 


.Excessive  rate  for  electric  service. 


Filed  December  3,  1913.— Closed  March  4,  1914. 


The  Complainant  alleged  that  the  rates  for  electricity  for  power  purposes  were 
excessive  as  compared  with  the  rates  of  other  electric  power  companies  operating  in 
towns  adjacent  to  the  territory  involved  in  this  complaint. 

The  Respondent,  in  its  answer,  denied  the  material  allegations  of  the  complaint, 
alleging  that  its  rates  and  service  compared  favorably  with  that  furnished  in  other 
towns  in  the  State. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  complainant  for  comment,  and  as  no 
further  advices  were  received  from  him  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of 
prosecution. 


No.  27. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  106. 


PENN  STEEL  CASTING  AND  MACHINE  " 
COMPANY 


vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  AND  READING  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Allegt'd  cliscrepaucies  in  weight  on 
various  .shipments  of  coal. 


Filed  December  23,  1913.— Closed  March  4,  1914. 


Complaint  in  this  case  arose  from  the  alleged  shortage  in  weight  at  destination  of 
coal  shipped  from  Irwin  to  Complainant,  at  Chester,  averring  that  the  weights  were 
taken  at  both  the  point  of  origination  and  of  destination  by  representatives  of  the 
Pennsylvania  RaUroad  Company. 

A copy  of  the  complaint  was  forwarded  to  both  Respondents.  The  Pennsylvania 
Railroad  Company  took  the  matter  up  directly  with  the  Complainant  and  advised 
the  Commission  that  it  had  agreed  that  if  the  Complainant  would  accept  the  cars 
as  billed  and  pay  the  charges  thereon,  thus  relieving  the  cars,  and  subsequently 
make  such  claims  as  it  thought  proper  for  overcharge,  the  matter  would  be  promptly 
investigated  and  if  it  were  found  that  the  claim  was  just,  proper  refund  would  be 
made. 

The  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company  disclaimed  any  responsibility 
in  the  matter,  as  it  acted  simply  in  a switching  capacity,  the  entire  charge  being 
paid  to  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 

No  further  advices  were  received  from  the  Respondent,  and  the  case  was  marked 
closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  117. 


UNITED  MINE  WORKERS  OF  AMERICA 


vs. 

NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  AND  HUDSON 
RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


> Unheated  car  on  funeral  train. 


Piled  January  9,  1914. — Closed  March  4,  1914. 

On  two  funeral  trains  operated  on  Respondent's  road  between  Bloss- 
burg  and  Morris  Run  on  December  8 and  26  respectively,  the  coaches 
were  alleged  to  be  so  cold  that  the  passengers  suffered  in  consequence ; 
Respondent’s  attention  being  called  to  the  matter,  it  promptly  agreed 
to  take  precautions  to  prevent  a recurrence  thereof. 

The  complaint  set  out  that  it  is  customary  for  the  residents  of  Morris  Run,  in 
Tioga  County,  to  bury  their  dead  at  Blossburg,  a place  four  mUes  distant;  and 
that  in  the  winter  months  the  cars  are  unheated  and  the  persons  who  attend  funerals 
have  suffered  severely  in  consequence,  citing  two  instances  on  December  8 and  26, 
1913,  respectively,  when  the  cars  were  entirely  without  heat. 

The  Respondent  in  answer  stated  that  the  passenger  train  used  is  a mixed  train 
hauled  by  a freight  engine  which  is  cot  equiped  for  steam,  coal  stoves  being  used 
to  heat  the  passenger  car  on  that  train;  and  that  when  special  ears  are  required, 
which  is  very  infrequent,  such  coaches  are  furnished  from  Corning  and  are  not 
equipped  for  anything  but  steam  heat.  To  overcome  this  condition.  Respondent 
Company  agreed  to  have  the  freight  engine  in  question  equipped  for  furnishing  steam 
heat,  which  advice  was  communicated  to  the  Complainant  and  the  case  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  119. 

C.  T.  MARTIN  ^ 

vs.  L Insanitary  condition  of  cars. 

PITTS HUROH  RAILWAYS  COMPANY.  J 

Filed  January  12,  1914.— Closed  March  4,  1914. 

Complainant  alleged  that  the  cars  operated  by  the  Respondent  Company  in  its 
Relievue  Division  were  insanitary,  ill-smelling  and  seldom  cleaned  or  fumigated; 
and  in  one  particular  instance,  that  of  Car  No.  3215  at  8:15  P.  M.,  .January  9, 
1914,  the  ventilators  were  all  closed  and  the  odor  in  the  car  was  obnoxious. 

The  Respondent  quoted  from  its  report  to  show  that  the  car  in  question — No.  3215 
— had  been  cleaned  during  the  middle  of  the  day  on  .January  9,  by  a vacuum 
cleaner  and  a disinfectant,  and  contended  that  if  there  was  any  odor  in  the  car 
at  8:15  P.  M.,  on  that  day,  it  was  from  the  disinfectant  which  the  Company 
has  now  instructed  its  cleaners  to  use  more  sparingly  in  the  future.  The  Respond- 
ent further  claimed  that  each  car  is  swept  and  dusted  once  each  day  and  most  of 
the  trippers,  of  which  No.  3215  was  one,  are  swept  twice  each  day;  that  a dis- 
infectant is  used  in  the  barn  at  each  sweeping,  and  that  two  vacuum  cleaning 
plants  are  in  use  by  the  Company  to  clean  ears  equipped  with  plush  seats  and 
backs,  which  plants  are  moved  from  barn  to  barn,  and  every  car  in  the  system 
is  cleaned  in  turn. 

The  Respondent  further  stated  that  its  conductors  are  required  to  attempt  to 
regulate  the  ventilation  of  cars  as  requested,  but  that  oftentimes  the  wishes  of 
different  passengers  conflict  in  this  regard. 

The  answer  of  the  Respondent  Com|)any  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant  for 
comment,  but  he  failed  to  take  any  action  thereon,  and  the  Commission  ordered 
the  ease  closed . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  139. 


J.  S.  MeCORMICK  COMPANY 

vs. 

r.EHIOH  VALLEY  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 

Filed  January  3,  1914. 


A Alleged  higher  rate  charged  than 
I that  quoted  from  Mauch  Chunk, 
Carbon  County,  to  Berwick, 
Columbia  County. 


—Closed  March  4,  1914. 


Complainant  shipped  a carload  of  coal-dust  from  Mauch  Chunk  to  Berwick,  on 
the  basis  of  a freight  rate  of  $1..50  per  net  ton  quoted  to  it  by  telephone  by  the 
agent  of  the  Respondent,  but  charges  on  the  shipment  were  assessed  and  paid  at 
the  rate  of  9 cents  per  one  hundred  pounds,  said  charge  amounting  to  $3.60  more 
than  it  would  have  been  on  the  basis  of  $1..50  per  net  ton  rate.  Claim  was  made 
for  a refund  of  this  amount  and  it  was  allowed  and  paid  by  the  Respondent.  Subse- 
quently the  matter  was  reopened  by  the  Respondent,  and  claim  made  on  the  basis 
of  12  cents  per  one  hundred  pounds,  or  $16.20  in  excess  of  the  charge  on  the  $1.50 
basis.  This  charge  the  Complainant  refused  to  pay. 

The  matter  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Respondent,  and  after  consider- 
able correspondence,  it  finally  advised  the  Commission  that  as  there  was  in  effect 
at  the  time  the  .shipment  moved,  a rate  of  $1.50  per  net  ton  from  Mauch  Chunk  to 
Berwick,  via  a different  route  taken  by  the  shipment  in  question,  it  was  willing  to 
waive  the  claim  of  $16.20  if  permitted  to  do  so  by  the  Commission.  This  permission 
wins  gr.-mted  and  the  cose  was  closed. 


No.  27. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 


223 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  104. 

DANIEL  CESSNA  ^ Uvercrowded  cars,  Altoona,  Blair 

vs.  > County,  to  Bedford,  Bedford 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  J County. 

Filed  December  27,  1913. — Closed  March  4,  1914. 

Complaint  was  made  alleging  inadequate  passenger  train  facilities  between  Al- 
toona and  Bedford,  resudting  in  overcrowding  the  evening  of  December  24,  1913. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  with  Respondent,  who  advised  that  inasmuch  as  the  day 
in  question  was  the  day  before  Christmas,  the  traffic  was  unusually  heavy. 

With  reference  to  the  general  complaint  that  the  train  was  usually  overcrowded 
on  Saturdays,  it  stated  that  every  effort  would  be  made  to  accommodate  the  travel 
and  that  extra  coaches  would  be  added  when  necessary. 

This  action  apparently  satisfying  complaint,  the  case  was  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  96. 


NEELYTON  SUPPLY  COMPANY 


•N 


Alleged  unjust  practice  in  requir- 


EAST 


vs. 

BROAD  TOP  RAILROAD 
COAL  COMPANY. 


AND 


ing  shippers  of  lumber  to  fur- 
nish strips  for  each  car  for 
which  no  credit  is  allowed. 


Filed  November  29,  1913.— Closed  March  4,  1914. 


Complaint  was  made  against  the  practice  of  the  Respondent  in  requiring  ship- 
pers of  lumber  to  furnish  strips  for  each  car  for  which  no  credit  was  allowed. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  with  Respondent  and,  after  some  correspondence,  the 
Railroad  Company  issued  an  order  to  its  agents  as  follows: 


Hereafter  stakes  and  strips  for  standard  gauge  cars  will  not  be  required 
for  lumber  consisting  of  6,000  feet,  B.  M.  or  less.  Stripping  for  stand- 
ard gauge  cars  will,  however,  be  required  for  all  shipments  of  more  than 
6,000  feet. 

This  action  satisfying  the  complaint,  the  same  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  51. 


M.  V.  SANDERSON 

TS. 

UNITED  ELECTRIC  COMPANY. 


J 


Refusal  of  Respondent  to  furnish 
light  at  Complainant’s  place  of 
business  in  Summerdale,  Cum- 
berland County. 


Filed  October  1,  1913. — Closed  March  5,  1914. 

Complainant  in  this  case  requested  that  Respondent  Company  be  required  to 
furnish  electric  service  at  his  grocery  store,  located  near  West  Fairview,  Cumber- 
land County. 
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The  Respondent,  in  answer,  stated  that  the  property  of  Complainant  was  not 
on  the  line  of  service  of  the  Company,  and  that  in  order  to  give  the  desired  service, 
it  would  be  subjected  to  the  cost  of  constructing  a line  for  a distance  of  about  one 
tliousand  feet,  under  which  circumstances  it  denied  that  it  should  be  required  to 
furnish  Complainant  service. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant,  who  stated  he  would 
file  a formal  complaint,  but  as  no  further  prosecution  was  made  of  the  matter,  the 
complaint  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  85. 

J.  B.  FURST 

vs.  Alleged  violation  of  long  and  short 

NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  AND  HUDSON  f haul  provision. 

RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

Filed  November  24,  1913. — Closed  March  5,  1914. 

The  Complainant  alleged  that  a higer  rate  on  lumber  shipped  from  Heilwood, 
Indiana  County,  to  Beech  Creek,  Clinton  County,  had  been  collected  than  was 
in  force  from  Heilwood  to  points  beyond  Beech  Creek,  and  the  Commission  was 
requested  to  establish  a lower  rate  and  order  a refund  of  the  overcharges. 

After  due  consideration  the  Commission  advised  the  Respondent  that  inasmuch 
as  the  rate  in  effect  at  the  time  the  shipment  moved  was  higher  than  the  rate  for  a 
longer  haul  on  the  same  commodity  in  the  same  direction,  the  longer  haul  includ- 
ing the  shorter,  under  the  statutes  of  this  Commonwealth  said  rate  was  illegal 
and  could  not  be  maintained,  and  the  Commission  directed  therefore  that  reparation 
be  made. 

Upon  receipt  of  advice  that  refund  had  been  made  to  the  Complainant  the 
case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  131. 

JOHN  H.  PATCHIN  Y Alleged  discriminatory  and  exces- 

vs.  I sive  rate  of  freight  on  brick  from 

NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  & HUDSON  ^ Mill  Hall,  Clinton  County,  to 
RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  ^ Burnside,  Clearfield  County. 

Filed  January  20,  1914. — Closed  March  5,  1914. 

The  Complainant  alleged  an  overcharge  on  a carload  of  brick  shipped  from  Mill 
Hall,  Clinton  County,  destined  to  Burnside,  Clearfield  County,  the  same  having 
been  charged  at  the  rate  of  11^  cents  per  one  hundred  pounds,  in  accordance  with 
the  Respondent’s  Tariff. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  .averred  that  at  the  time  the  shipment  moved  there 
was  in  force  a commodity  rate  of  $1.25  per  net  ton  on  common  brick  from  Mill 
Hall  to  Heilwood,  Indiana  County,  as  per  Respondent’s  Tariff,  and  as  Burnside 
was  an  intermediate  point,  it  would  make  refund  to  the  Complainant  of  the 
difference  between  the  two  rates,  if  the  permission  of  the  Commission  were 
granted . 

The  Commission  granted  the  permission  requested,  and  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


No.  27. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 
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COMPLAlIsT  DOCKET  NO.  143. 

A.  M.  WELTMER’S  SONS 
vs. 

EDISON  ELECTRIC  ILLUMINATING 
COMPANY. 

Filed  February  6,  1914. — Dismissed  March  5,  1914. 

Complaint  alleged  an  unreasonable  charge  for  electric  current  used  in  the  opera- 
tion of  an  elevator  in  the  warehouse  of  the  Complainant.  Allegation  was  made  that 
it  was  formerly  charged  at  the  rate  of  .?1.00  per  month,  but  that  for  the  month  of 
January,  1914,  a charge  of  $6.30  was  assessed  and  that  during  that  time  no  greater 
amount  of  electric  current  was  used  than  in  any  previous  month. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  averred  that  in  the  first  week  of  December,  1913,  the 
Complainant  was  notified  of  a change  of  rate  effective  January  1,  1914,  and  as  no 
objection  was  filed  by  the  Complainant,  it  was  assumed  that  they  desired  to  continue 
the  service.  The  charge  against  which  complaint  was  made  was  the  first  charge 
made  under  the  new  schedule,  which  charge,  the  Respondent  alleges,  was  paid  by 
the  Complainant. 

In  commenting  upon  the  answer  of  the  Respondent  Company,  the  Complainant 
denied  that  it  had  accepted  the  conditions  of  the  new  schedule  or  that  the  bill  in 
question  had  been  paid,  but,  on  the  contrary,  stated  that  it  had  not  paid  the  bill. 

After  a full  consideration  of  the  facts  before  the  Commission,  it  was  decided  that 
the  rate  charged  in  the  new  Schedule  was  not  unreasonable  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  plant  of  the  Respondent  Company  had  to  be  operated  at  all  times  in  order 
to  be  prepared  to  furnish  the  stipulated  load.  The  complaint  was  therefore  dis- 
missed . 


"]  Alleged  excessive  rate  for  electric 
power  service. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  146. 


J.  B.  KINSLOE  & SONS 
vs. 

SUSQUEHANNA  TRACTION  COMPANY 


Excessive  charge  for  carriage  of 
newspapers.  Lock  Haven,  Clin- 
ton County,  to  Mill  Hall,  Clin- 
ton County. 


Piled  February  2,  1914. — Closed  March  5,  1914. 

The  Complainants,  publishers  of  the  “Lock  Haven  Express”,  make  complaint 
against  the  Respondent  Company  because  of  the  charge  of  10  cents  for  the  carriage 
of  a package  of  newspapers  weighing  64  pounds  from  Lock  Flaven,  Clinton  County, 
to  Mill  Hall,  Clinton  County,  .a  distance  somewhat  over  five  miles,  in  alleged  dis- 
crimination of  the  charge  made  for  the  carriage  of  larger  and  more  bulky  packages 
between  the  same  points. 

A copy  of  the  complaint  was  forwarded  to  the  Respondent  Company  for  answer. 
Later,  upon  the  receipt  of  a communication  signed  by  both  parties,  advising  that 
an  amicable  adjustment  had  been  reached  between  the  parties,  the  case  was  di- 
rected to  be  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  50. 


MINERS  ALONG  THE  SCHUYLKILL  &-n 
SUSQUEHANNA  BRANCH 


vs. 


V, Inadequate  train  service. 


PHIADELPHIA  & READING  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

Filed  October  1,  1913. — Closed  March  5,  1914. 


A committee  of  two,  representing  about  sixty  miners  residing  in  Outwood  and 
vicinity,  petitioned  for  a train  to  run  from  Pine  Grove  to  Outwood,  a distance  of 
six  miles,  in  order  to  save  the  miners  the  necessity  of  arising  at  an  unreasonably 
early  hour  in  the  morning  and  walking  a distance  of  four  to  live  miles  in  inclement 
weather  to  use  the  miners’  train  operated  on  the  L.  & P.  Branch,  a distance  of 
two  miles  away. 

The  Respondent  filed  an  answer  denying  the  necessity  for  such  additional  service, 
and  claiming  that  if  installed  the  trains  would  probably  not  carry  over  twenty 
passengers  per  day,  representing  an  income  insufficient  to  justify  the  increased  cost 
of  operation.  A committee  of  two  Commissioners  was  appointed  for  the  purpose 
of  holding  a hearing  in  Lebanon  and  later  an  inspection  along  the  line  of  the 
Respondent,  at  the  conclusion  of  W’hich  the  representatives  of  Respondent  Com- 
pany agreed  to  make  an  effort  to  bring  about  an  adjustment  of  the  matter  satisfac- 
tory to  the  Complainant. 

The  Respondent  later  reported  to  the  Commission  stating  that  it  had  been 
unable  to  work  out  any  plan  for  the  relief  of  the  ininers  at  Outwmod  and  Buechlers 
for  morning  service  wuthout  the  installation  of  an  additional  train  at  an  expense  of 
$30.90  daily. 

A further  conference  was  held  W'ith  representatives  of  the  Respondent  Company 
by  the  Committee  of  Commissioners,  at  which  the  Respondent  held  to  the  ground 
that  the  additional  expense  providing  the  morning  train  desired  would  be  prohibi- 
tive, but  offered  to  take  up  the  question  of  providing  the  evening  train  whereby 
the  miners  could  go  direct  from  the  mines  to  their  homes  at  Beuchlers  and  Outwood. 

Following  a report  of  this  conference,  the  Commission  ordered  that  the  Re- 
spondent install  at  once  an  evening  service  between  Pine  Grove  and  Outwood  for 
the  accommodation  of  Complainants  and  operated  on  a schedule  by  a which  the 
train  will  reach  Outwood  not  later  than  six  o’clock  in  the  evening,  with  the  fur- 
ther direction  that  the  Respondent  keep  an  accurate  record  of  the  number  of  pas- 
sengers carried  daily  on  this  train  for  the  ensuing  six  months. 

The  Complainants  advising  the  Commission  that  the  order  issued  by  the  Commis- 
sion had  satisfactorily  adjusted  the  grounds  of  their  complaint,  the  case  was  marked 
closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  148. 

.lOHN  C.  LLOYD 
vs. 

COMMONWEALTH  TELEPHONE 
COMPANY. 

Filed  February  5,  1914. — Withdrawn  March  9,  1914. 

Complaint  alleged  that  the  Respondent  discriminated  in  the  matter  of  the  rate  for 
telephone  service,  alleging  that  while  he  pays  $1.50  per  month  for  service,  thirteen 
other  parties  on  the  same  line  are  charged  hut  $1.00  per  month  for  the  same  service. 


Alleged  discriminatory  rates  for 
service . 
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A copy  of  the  complaint  was  forwarded  to  the  Respondent  Company  for  answer 
but  before  the  receipt  of  any  advice  from  the  Respondent,  the  Complainant  ad- 
vised that  the  Respondent  had  amicably  adjusted  the  matter  and  requested  that  the 
complaint  be  withdrawn,  which  request  was  granted  and  the  record  so  marked. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  65. 

T.  J.  HICKEY,  ET  AL. 

vs.  I Use  of  car  for  combined  passenger 

HANOVER  & McSHERRYSTOWN  f and  freight  service. 

STREET  RAILWAY  COMPANY.  J 

Filed  October  26,  1913. — Dismissed  March  17,  1914. 

Complaint  was  made  against  the  carriage  of  live  stock  and  other  objectionable 
freight  shipments  on  passenger  cars  of  Respondent  Company,  operated  between 
Inttlestown  and  Hanover. 

Lfpon  investigation  the  Commission  found  that  Respondent  had  one  combination 
passenger  and  freight  car  in  regular  service  between  the  points  in  question  from 
Monday  morning  until  Saturday  at  noon;  and  in  view  of  the  service  afforded,  the 
Commission  determined  that  it  was  not  justified  in  ordering  Respondent  to  cease 
carrying  freight  on  said  combination  car,  and  the  case  was  accordingly  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  79. 

W.  R.  GARINGER 

vs.  Excess  fare  and  refusal  to  make 

WILKES-BARRE,  DALLAS  AND  HAR-  special  stop. 

VEY’S  LAKE  RAILWAY  COMPANY.  , 

J' 

Filed  November  17,  1913. — Closed  March  17,  1914. 

Complainant  alleged  that  the  Respondent  Company  charged  a 5 cent  fare 
for  a distance  of  three  city  squares.  The  Respondent  answered  that 
the  distance  of  three  city  squares  is  at  the  beginning  of  a new  zone  and 
but  a small  part  of  the  distance  which  a passenger  may  ride  in  that 
direction  for  one  fare,  if  desired. 

Held,  That  the  rates  and  service  of  the  Respondent  appear  to  be  reason- 
able. 

In  his  original  complaint  the  Complainant  alleged  that  the  Respondent  maintained 
three  stops  in  the  BSorough  of  Dallas  and  charged  5 cents  between  the  first  and  third 
stop;  and  that  it  carried  passengers  from  Wilkes-Barre  to  either  the  first  or  second 
stop  in  Dallas  for  the  same  fare,  but  charged  an  additional  o cent,  fare  if  they  rode 
to  the  third  stop. 

Through  correspondence,  as  well  as  from  plans  and  photographs,  and  the  answer 
and  supplemental  answer  filed  by  the  Respondent,  it  was  developed  that  there  is  only 
one  regular  stop  in  the  Borough  of  Dallas,  that  stop  being  the  one  designated  in  the 
complaint  as  the  “second  stop, ’’and  that  at  this  point  the  Respondent  maintains  a 
waiting  room,  in  a substantial  building  bearing  the  sign  “Dallas,”  where  also  light 
and  heat  are  provided  for  the  accommodations  of  passengers,  and  that  the  stops 
designated  as  first  and  third  stops,  although  within  the  Borough  limits  of  Dallas, 
are  not  resular  stopping  points  hut  merely  intersections  of  public  higliways  with 
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the  line  of  the  Respondent’s  railway  at  points  where  there  are  only  a few  families 
to  be  accommodated,  and  the  stops  heretofore  made  at  those  places  have  been 
made  principally  on  the  score  of  friendship  or  acquaintance  with  the  motormeu, 
which  practice  has  now  been  discontinued. 

The  Commission,  upon  consideration  of  aU  the  facts  presented  before  it,  ruled 
that  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Respondent  Company  governing  its  rates 
and  service,  appeared  to  be  reasonable,  but  advised  the  Complainant  that  if  pre- 
pared to  substantiate  by  proof  that  they  are  unreasonable,  a time  for  a hearing  for 
such  purpose  would  be  appointed. 

The  Complainant  not  responding  to  this  suggestion,  the  Commission  ordered  the 
case  closed. 


COMi’LAI^’T  DUiJKET  AO.  108. 


FRANCIS  BROTHERS 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


'v  Alleged  excessive  weight  on  ship- 
I ment  of  apples  from  Moravia, 
r Lawrence  County,  to  New  Wil- 
mington. 


Filed  December  30,  1913. — Closed  March  17,  1911. 


Complaint  was  made  against  an  alleged  excessive  charge  for  the  transportation 
of  ninety-hve  bushels  of  apples  from  Moravia  to  New  Wilmington. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  averred  that  the  weight  of  the  shipment  was  taken 
from  the  Complainant,  and  that  the  identity  of  the  shipment  had  been  destroyed 
by  reason  of  the  manufacture  of  the  apples  into  cider,  but  that  if  it  could  be  shown 
that  the  charge  was  based  upon  an  erroneous  weight  the  Respondent  stood  ready 
and  willing  to  make  proper  refund. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant  with  advice  that  if 
the  weight  upon  which  the  charge  in  question  was  assessed  could  be  shown  to  have 
been  greater  than  the  weight  at  the  time  the  shipment  was  accepted  for  trans- 
portation, that  the  Respondent  was  willing  to  make  proper  refund. 

The  case  was  not  prosecuted  further,  and  was  accordingly  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  AO.  147. 


THE  UNION  SWITCH  & SIGNAL 
COMPANY . 
vs. 

ADAMS  EXPRESS  COMPANY. 


Refusal  to  accept  shipment  con- 
L signed  to  an  exclusive  Wells 
Fargo  point. 


Filed  February  5,  1914. — Withdrawn  March  18,  1914. 


Complaint  was  made  against  the  Respondent  for  refusal  to  accept  a package  at 
Homewood,  for  transportatio.u  to  Fredonia,  upon  the  ground  that  the  latter  point  was 
a Wells-Fargo  Express  point,  and  that  in  order  to  make  the  shipment  the  package 
would  have  to  be  transferred  in  the  city  of  Pittsburgh  to  the  Wells-Fargo  Com- 
pany . 

A copy  of  the  complaint  was  forwarded  to  the  Respondent  Company  for  answer, 
and  under  date  of  March  14,  1914,  the  Commission  was  advised  that  the  Complain- 
ant now  fully  understood  the  matter  and  did  not  desire  to  prosecute  the  ease  fur- 
ther. The  complaint  was  accordingly  marked  withdrawn. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  157. 

TRAVELERS  PROTECTIVE  ASSOCIA-  Alleged  discrimination  in  certain 
TION  OF  AMERICA  1 forms  of  mileage  tickets  accepted 

vs.  I for  transportation  over  the  Corn- 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  J wall  & Lebanon  Railroad. 

Filed  February  21,  1914. — Closed  March  21,  1914. 

Complaint  was  made  against  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  for  refusal  to 
accept  interchangeable  mileage  books  on  the  Cornwall  & Lebanon  Branch  of  its 
road,  averring  that  the  traveling  public  was  being  discriminated  against  for  the 
reason  that  the  aforesaid  mileage  was  being  accepted  on  other  branches  of  the  Re- 
spondent’s road. 

A copy  of  the  complaint  was  sent  to  the  Respondent  Company,  and  in  answer  the 
Commission  was  advised  that  after  a conference  with  the  Superintendent  of  the 
Cornwall  & Lebanon  Railroad,  it  was  decided  to  accept  the  interchangeable  mileage 
ticket  for  transportation  on  that  branch  of  the  road. 

This  information  -was  communicated  to  the  Complainant,  and  the  case  was  ac- 
cordingly marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  175. 


ANNIE  L.  KUHN 
vs. 

HANOVER  AND  McSHERRYSTOWN 
WATER  COMPANY. 


Refused  to  supply  water  service 
L until  arrearages  in  water  rent 
are  paid. 


Filed  March  2.3,  1914. — Closed  March  26,  1914. 


Complaint  arose  from  the  refusal  of  the  Respondent  to  furnish  water  service  to 
the  Complainant  because  of  her  refusal  to  make  payment  of  bill  for  water  incurred 
by  the  former  owner  of  the  property,  and  averring  that  she  had  offered  to  pay  six 
months  in  advance  for  water  service. 

A copy  of  this  complaint  was  forwarded  to  the  Respondent  Company. 

Upon  receipt  of  advice  from  the  complainant  that  the  matter  in  controversy  had 
been  satisfactorily  adjusted,  the  case  was  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  112. 


UNITED  COMMERCIAL  TRAVELERS  OF 
AMERICA 

vs. 


1 

I 


Alleged  unnecessary  transfer  of 
passengers:  cold  and  uncomfort- 


NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  AND  HUDSON 
RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


able  cars. 


Piled  January  3,  1914.— Closed  April  7,  1914. 

The  Order  of  the  United  Commercial  Travelers  of  America,  by  the  Chairman  of 
its  Railroad  Committee  at  Williamsport,  filed  a numerously  signed  petition  asking— 
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First,  that  an  investigation  of  the  practice  of  the  Respondent  Company  in  causing 
the  passenger  train  on  its  Beech  Creek  Division  to  originate  and  terminate  their 
runs  at  Jersey  Shore  .Junction  instead  of  Williamsport,  making  it  necessary  for 
passengers  bound  for  Williamsport  to  transfer  at  Jersey  Shore  Junction  to  trains 
of  the  Pall  Brook  Division,  with  a similar  transfer  going  in  the  opposite  direction; 
and 

Second,  that  the  Commission  require  the  Respondent  Company  to  heat  the  cars 
operated  on  the  Beech  Creek  Division . 

The  Respondent,  in  its  answer,  denied  that  the  passenger  cars  operated  on  its  Beech 
Creek  Division  are  cold  and  uncomfortable  when  the  train  is  made  up  at  Jersey  Shore 
stating  that  these  cars  are  kept  in  the  yard  at  Avis  and  under  steam  over  night 
and  there  is  no  reason  why  they  should  not  be  comfortably  heated  at  all  times.  As 
to  the  necessity  of  changing  its  former  jjractice  of  making  up  the  Beech  Creek 
Division  trains  at  Williamsport,  the  Respondent  claimed  that  the  increase  of  business 
on  its  main  track  at  Williamsport,  where  the  extra  Beech  Creek  equipment  had  to  be 
handled,  occasioned  such  inconvenience  and  diday  as  to  necessitate  either  a very 
large  investment  for  additional  facilities  at  Williamsport  or  a discontinuance  of  the 
operation  of  the  Beech  Creek  coaches  into  Williamsport,  and  after  investigation 
the  latter  method  was  determined  upon  as  the  most  feasible  in  the  circumstances, 
particularly  for  the  reason  that  the  limited  travel  between  Williamsport  and  Beech 
Creek  points,  averaging  only  from  eleven  to  fourteen  passengers  per  day  each 
way  did  not  .iustify  the  additional  investment  that  would  be  required,  but  a rear- 
rangement of  schedules  was  made  in  order  to  admit  of  close  connections  at  Jersey 
Shore  .Junction, 

This  answer  was  sent  to  Complainant  for  replication  on  February  5,  and  no 
response  having  been  received  from  the  Complainant,  the  Commission,  on  April 
7,  191J,  marked  the  case  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  144. 


OLIVER  M.  WRIGHT,  ET  AL. 
vs. 

CENTRAL  DISTRICT  TEJ.EPHONB 
COMPANY. 


1 Service  and  rates  at  “Perry  Ex- 
^ change.” 


Piled  February  7,  1914.— Closed  April  7,  1914. 


This  complaint  was  a petition  of  patrons  of  the  Respondent  connected  with  the 
“Perry  Exchange,”  covering  three  townships  adjacent  to  the  City  of  Pittsburgh. 
It  was  alleged  that  all  calls,  except  those  within  the  district,  were  charged  as  long 
distance  calls,  and  as  the  subscribers,  as  a rule,  had  their  places  of  business  in 
Pittsburgh,  it  worked  a hardship  to  those  using  service  between  their  business 
places  and  their  homes. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  admitted  some,  but  denied  the  material  allegations  of 
the  complaint. 

A copy  of  the  answer  wan  sent  to  the  Complainant  for  comment,  and  as  no  further 
advices  were  received,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  155. 


HARRISON  J.  NESTER 


vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  & READING  RAILWAY 


Damage  by  fire  caused  by  sparks 
from  locomotives . 


COMPANY. 

Filed  February  17,  1914. — Closed  April  7,  1914. 


Complainant  alleged  that  sparks  from  locomotives  of  the  Philadelphia  & Reading 
Railway  Company  caused  fires  to  be  ignited  on  his  property. 

Both  parties  to  the  complaint  were  advised  that  the  Commission  had  no  jurisdiction 
in  the  matter  of  the  adjudication  of  claims  for  loss  sustained  by  fire  alleged  to  have 
been  caused  by  sparks  thrown  from  locomotives,  but  that  the  attention  of  the 
Respondent  would  be  called  to  the  allegations  presented. 

The  Respondent  Company  averred  that  its  engines  were  equipped  with  the  best 
device  known  for  the  prevention  of  the  throwing  of  sparks  from  locomotives,  but 
that  notwithstanding  this  fact  sparks  were  occasionally  thrown  from  its  locomotives. 

A copy  of  this  communication  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant  and  as  nothing 
further  was  heard  from  him,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  166. 


MRS.  JAMES  TURNEY 
vs. 

TRI-CITIES  WATER  COMPANY. 


I Refusal  to  furnish  service  unless 
I charges  are  paid  in  advance. 


Filed  February  19,  1914.— Closed  April  7,  1914. 

This  was  an  informal  complaint,  alleging  that  because  of  the  fact  that  her  water 
bill  was  not  paid  promptly  the  Respondent  Company  had  turned  off  the  water 
supply  at  her  residence,  leaving  her  entirely  without  water  for  domestic  purposes. 

The  Commission  brought  the  matter  to  the  attention  of  the  Respondent  Com- 
pany, suggesting  that  this  seemed  to  be  a case  for  immediate  action  and  requested 
a copy  of  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Company.  The  Respondent  Company 
promptly  furnished  a copy  of  its  tariff,  showing  the  minimum  rate  for  three  months 
to  be  $3.00,  payable  in  advance,  and  the  conditio^  that  five  per  cent,  would  be 
added  in  case  of  failure  to  pay  before  the  fifteenth  of  the  first  month  of  the 
quarter. 

Upon  receipt  of  advice  from  both  parties  to  the  complaint  that  upon  the  pay- 
ment of  the  penalty  imposed  by  the  Respondent,  the  water  service  had  been  restored 
to  the  Complainant,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  135. 

NATIONAL  COAL  & ICE  COMPANY 
vs. 

BALTIMORE  & OHIO  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 

Filed  January  24,  1914. — Withdrawn  April  9,  1914. 

Complainant  alleged  an  unreasonable  delay  on  the  part  of  the  Respondent  in 
constructing  a railroad  siding  at  its  plant  in  Ellwood  City,  and  further,  that  when 
a form  of  contract  for  the  construction  of  said  siding  was  finally  submitted,  the 
conditions  of  the  contract  were  found  to  be  unfair,  unreasonable  and  prejudicial 
to  the  Complainant’s  interests. 

The  complaint  was  forwarded  to  the  Respondent  for  answer,  and  advice  was 
received  to  the  effect  that  they  were  negotiating  with  the  Complainant,  and  the 
Commission  would  be  advised  as  scon  as  possible  of  the  outcome  of  such  nego- 
tiations. 

Under  the  date  of  April  6,  1914,  a communication  was  received  from  the  Com- 
plainant, advising  that  it  had  entered  into  an  agreement  with  the  Respondent  for 
the  construction  of  the  siding  in  question,  and  requested  that  the  complaint  be 
withdrawn,  which  request  was  granted. 

The  case  was  accordingly  so  marked. 


yin  re  construction  of  siding. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  164. 


H.  R.  LEFEVER,  ET  AL. 
vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  RAILWAYS  COMPANY. 


I Alleged  inadequate 
I equipment. 


service  and 


Filed  March  6,  1914. — Closed  April  11,  1914. 

A petition  signed  by  numerous  persons  employed  at  Girard  Point,  Philadelphia, 
alleged  inadequate  service  of  the  Respondent  between  Third  and  Jackson  Streets, 
Philadelphia,  and  Essington,  in  which  it  was  set  forth  that  the  morning  and  evening 
cars  of  the  Respondent  Company  were  over-crowded  and  frequently  twenty-five  to 
thirty  minutes  late. 

The  Respondent  Company,  in  answer,  averred  that  it  had  taken  means  to  over- 
come the  crowded  condition  of  the  cars  operating  during  the  morning  and  evening 
rush  hours,  and  thought  that  there  would  be  no  further  complaint  in  that  regard. 
In  regard  to  the  delays  occurring  on  this  line  the  Respondent  averred  that  its 
schedule  was  often  interrupted  by  reason  of  the  fact  that,  although  the  line  is 
comparatively  short,  it  crosses  steam  railroad  tracks  at  grade  at  three  different 
points,  and  also  that  it  was  compelled  to  cross  a draw-bridge  over  the  Schuylkill 
River  and  that  these  crossings  very  often  caused  delays  over  which  it  had  no  con- 
trol . 

A copy  of  the  Respondent’s  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant,  and  upon 
receipt  of  advice  that  the  service  had  been  improved,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  136. 


WALTER  S.  IVINS,  ET  AL. 


vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  & READING  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


Ijocatioii  of  Eortuna 
J Montgomery  County. 


EUed  January  26,  1911. — Closed  April  22,  1914. 


Station, 


This  complaint  was  instituted  by  residents  and  property  • holders  of  Hatfield 
Township,  Montgomery  County,  averring  that  they  are  dependent  upon  the 
facilities  afforded  at  I’ortuna  Station,  on  the  Doylestown  Branch  of  the  Philadelphia 
& Reading  Railway  Company,  and  that  said  station  is  inaccessible  and  inconveniently 
located,  and  petition  for  the  removal  of  the  station  to  a point  about  six  hundred 
yards  north  of  its  present  direction. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  averred  that  the  station  in  question  was  erected 
some  twenty -five  years  ago  and  that  while  the  suggested  new  location  might  ac- 
commodate a greater  number  of  patrons  of  the  road,  yet,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
was  not  believed  that  those  residing  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  present  station 
would  be  wfiling  to  agree  to  such  a change,  and  that  therefore  it  did  not  feel 
justified  in  making  the  change  petitioned  for,  unless  the  Commission  shall  determine 
that  such  change  will  promote  the  public  convenience  and  shall  order  said  station 
to  be  relocated. 

After  a full  investigation  upon  the  ground  of  the  conditions  by  Commissioner 
Pennypacker,  the  Commission  rendered  the  following  opinion  and  order: 


FINDING,  DETERMINATION  AND  ORDER. 

The  Commission: 

The  petitioners  ask  to  have  the  station  at  Fortuna  removed  from  its 
present  location  to  a point  about  one-third  of  a mile  further  north,  to 
the  northeast  corner  of  the  Hatfield  Road  and  Doylestown  Branch  of  the 
Philadelphia  & Reading  Raliway  Company’s  Railroad.  They  offer  to 
furnish  the  lot  and  pay  the  expense  of  the  erection  of  a new  station 
building.  The  Respondent  Railway  Company  raises  no  serious  objection 
to  the  proposed  removal.  Commissioner  Pennypacker  made  a personal 
insj)ection  of  the  locatlity  and  heard  all  of  the  parties  concerned.  He 
reported  that  the  Hatfield  Road  is  a main  road  through  that  part  of 
the  country,  that  a few  people  will  be  more  or  less  incommoded  by  the 
proposed  plan  but  that  much  the  larger  number  of  people  residing  in  the 
locality  will  be  better  accommodated  should  the  request  of  the  petitioners 
be  granted. 

And  now,  to  wit,  April  22,  1914,  it  is  ordered:  That  Fortuna  Station, 
on  the  Doylestown  Branch  of  the  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway  Com- 
pany, be  removed  from  its  present  location  to  a point  at  the  northeast 
corner  of  Hatfield  Road  and  the  Railway,  at  the  intersection  of  these 
roads . 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  109. 

CHESTER  H.  ASHTON 

vs.  Train  service  Knoxville  to  Wells- 

NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  & HUDSON  f boro,  Tioga  County. 

RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

FUed  December  30,  1913.— Closed  April  24,  1914. 

The  Complainant  alleged  inadequate  train  service  from  various  points  on  the 
Cowanesque  Branch  of  the  Respondent’s  line  to  Wellsboro,  the  county  seat,  setting 
forth  particulai’ly  the  inconvenience  and  embarrassment  to  which  those  attending 
court  at  the  county-seat  were  subjected  by  reason  of  the  alleged  poor  service,  con- 
sequent to  the  alleged  unnecessary  wait  for  trains  at  Lawrenceville  Junction. 
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In  answer,  the  Respondent  admitted  that  its  schedule  occasioned  delays  at  the 
junction  point  of  the  Covvauesque  Rranch  and  the  main  line,  but  averred  that  the 
same  schedule  had  been  in  effect  for  many  years  without  complaint  and  was  gen- 
erally considered  satisfactory.  The  Respondent  further  stated  that  it  was  at  all 
times  an.xious  to  give  the  best  possible  service  to  its  patrons. 

At  a later  date  the  Respondent  submitted  to  the  Commission  a tentative  sched- 
ule which  it  was  thought  would  improve  the  service  between  the  points  in  ques- 
tion, and  a copy  of  this  proposed  schedule  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant  for 
comment. 

The  Complainant  advised  the  Commission  that  the  proposed  schedule  was  an  ideal 
one  and  that,  in  his  judgment,  would  meet  with  the  approval  of  the  traveling  public. 

Upon  receipt  of  advice  from  the  Respondent  that  the  schedule  would  be  put  into 
effect,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  16. 


WALTER  C.  REESE 
vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  LIGHTING  COMPANY. 


Discontinuance  of  gas 
residence  on  account 
paid  bill  for  electric 
place  of  business. 
B'lled  August  15,  1913. — Closed  May  6,  1914. 


service  at 
of  an  un- 
service at 


Complainant  inquired  whether  or  not  Respondent  was  within  its  rights  in  re- 
fusing to  servo  him  with  gas  at  his  residence  on  account  of  the  fact  that  that 
Company  held  an  unpaid  bill  against  him  for  electric  light  furnished  at  his  place 
of  business  during  the  Fall  of  1910. 

Respondent,  in  its  answer,  contended  that  it  was  justified  in  refusing  to  extend 
service  to  a party  who  is  a debtor. 

Complainant  was  then  advised  by  the  Commission  that  it  was  without  jurisdiction 
to  fairly  determine  this  complaint  until  subsequent  to  January  1st,  1914,  upon  which 
date  The  Public  Service  Company  Law  would  become  fuUy  effective.  It  was  sug- 
gested to  Complainant,  however,  that  he  attempt  in  the  meantime  to  make  some 
airangement  with  Respondent  whereby  service  might  be  secured. 

As  the  Complainant  failed  to  communicate  further  with  the  Commission,  the  case 
was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  75. 

F.  J.  SCHMOYER  Y 

vs.  L Unjust  charges. 

NORTHERN  CENTRAL  GAS  COMPANY. j 

Filed  November  12,  1913. — Dismissed  May  6,  1914. 

Alleged  unjust  charge  for  gas  claimed  to  have  been  used  during  the 
absence  of  the  consumer. 

The  complaint  alleged  that  the  Respondent  Company  rendered  a bill  of  $1.66  for 
gas  used  in  the  month  of  July,  1913,  during  all  of  which  month  Complainant  alleged 
to  have  been  away  from  home  and  the  house  closed.  In  addition,  he  notified  the 
Gas  Company  before  the  first  day  of  July  of  his  intended  absence  and  it  was 
suggested  that  he  turn  off  the  gas,  which  he  claims  was  done  on  June  29,  1913, 
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Tho  Company  held  that  the  meter  was  read  on  June  25,  and  that  the  bill  ren- 
dered for  July  was  for  gas  used  during  the  four  days  from  June  25,  the  date 
of  the  last  meter  reading,  to  June  29,  the  date  the  gas  was  turned  off. 

The  Commission  offered  to  appoint  a date  for  hearing,  but  the  Complainant  not 
availing  himself  of  this  opportunity,  the  ease  was  ordered  to  be  dismissed. 


OOMPLAl^^T  DOCKET  KO.  87. 


D.  M.  YERKES 
vs. 

ADAMS  EXPRESS  COMPANY. 


Lack  of  wagon  delivery  service  in 
Milbourne  Borough. 


Filed  November  25,  1913. — Closed  May  6,  1914. 


Complaint  was  made  that  the  Adams  Express  Company  did  not  maintain  a 
“pick-up  delivery”  service  in  the  Borough  of  Milbourne,  to  include  the  residence 
of  the  Complainant,  and  further  that  the  Respondent  had  accepted  shipments  at 
Scranton,  consigned  to  him  at  his  residence  and  had  refused  to  make  delivery 
thereof  other  than  to  its  office  at  Milbourne  Mills. 

As  the  Respondent's  Answer  failed  to  satisfy  the  Complainant  the  case  was  set 
down  for  hearing.  Inasmuch,  however,  as  the  Complainant  declined  to  be  present 
on  the  date  appointed,  the  proceeding  was  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMl»LAINT  DOOKl^T  NO.  140. 

CURTIS  R.  SPRENKLE 
vs. 

THE  PENNSYLVANIA  COMPANY 

Filed  January  17,  1914 

Complaint  alleged  an  overcharge  on  two  shipments  from  Spring  Grove  to  Enon 
Valley,  one  of  400  pounds,  upon  which  the  charge  was  |2.52,  and  another  of  200 
pounds,  upon  which  the  same  charge  was  assessed. 

In  its  answer  the  Respondent  averred  that  the  rates  charged  were  in  accordance 
with  its  published  tariffs  and  were  just  and  reasonable. 

The  matter  was  referred  to  the  Bureau  of  Rates  and  Tariffs  of  the  Commission, 
which  reported  that  the  rates  were  in  conformity  with  the  published  rates  of  the 
Respondent  Company,  and  that,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Chief  of  said  Bureau,  were 
equitable. 

After  considering  the  report  of  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Rates  and  Tariffs, 
together  with  the  other  facts  presented  in  the  case,  the  Commission  directed  that 
the  Complainant  be  advised  that  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commission  the  rates 
charged  were  not  unreasonable  and  that  unless  he  is  prepared  to  substantiate  by 
proof  that  the  charges  were  excessive,  the  complaint  would  be  dismissed. 

As  nothing  further  was  heard  from  the  Complainant  in  the  matter  the  complaint 
was  marked  closed 


' Alleged  excessive  rate  on  shipment 
from  Spring  Grove,  York  Coun- 
^ ty,  to  Enon  Valley,  Lawrence 
County. 

J 

. — Closed  May  6,  1914. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  151. 

TOWNSHIP  OF  EAST  NORRITON  ^ 

vs.  L Alleged  excessive  fare. 

LEHIGH  VALLEY  TRANSIT  COMPANY.  J 

Filed  February  19,  1914.— Closed  May  6,  1914. 

The  Complainant  alleged  that  at  the  time  the  Respondent  was  authorized  to  ex- 
tend its  lines  through  the  Township,  it  was  agreed  with  the  Respondent’s  agent, 
who  claimed  to  be  authorized  to  act  in  the  premises,  to  charge  a five  cent  fare  for 
tr.ansportation  between  Norristown  and  Germantown  Turnpike,  but  that  when  the 
extension  was  made  the  Respondent  charged  a ten  cent  fare  between  said  points 
instead  of  a five  cent  fare  as  agreed  upon. 

The  answer  of  the  Respondent  averred  that  in  accordance  with  the  request  of  the 
Township  authorities  and  the  promise  made  by  its  representative  that  a five  cent 
fare  would  be  charged  for  tralisportatiou  between  the  above  named  points,  it  had 
placed  on  sale  for  the  personal  use  of  its  patrons  a fifty  trip  book,  good  for  use 
for  one  year,  at  the  price  of  $2.50,  thus  making  a single  fare  but  five  cents. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant,  hut  as  no  further 
advices  were  received  in  the  matter,  the  case  was  marked  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  153. 


RESIDENTS  OF  CHESTER  AND 
VICINITY 
vs. 

SOUTHERN  PENNSYLVANIA  TRACTION 
COMPANY. 


In  re  inadequate  and  irregular 
service . 


Filed  February  20,  1914. — Closed  May  6,  1914. 


This  case  originated  upon  a petition  filed  by  numerous  residents  of  Chester  and 
vicinity  complaining  of  the  unsatisfactory,  irregular  and  inadequate  service  of  the 
Respondent  in  the  operation  of  its  cars  between  Chester  and  Marcus  Hook. 

In  answer  the  Respondent  denied  that  its  service  was  inadequate  but  that  inas- 
much as  its  lines,  between  the  points  in  question,  was  crossed  six  times  by  steam 
railroads  at  grade,  delays  sometimes  occurred  which  were  beyond  its  "control. 

A copy  of  this  answ^er  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant,  and  as  no  further  advices 
were  received,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  154. 


HERMAN  KAHN 
vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  & READING  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


Alleged  insanitary  condition  of 
smoking  car  of  train  operated  be- 
tween Milton  and  West  Milton. 


Piled  February  24,  1914. — Closed  May  6,  1914. 


Complainant  alleged  the  “filthy  and  insanitary  condition”  of  a smoking  car 
operated  by  the  Respondent  Company  between  MUton  and  West  Milton. 
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In  answer,  the  Respondent  stated  that  ordinarily  this  car  was  swept  from  three 
to  four  times  daily,  but  at  the  time  in  question,  owing  to  the  severe  weather  con- 
ditions all  available  employees  of  the  Respondent  Company  were  engaged  in  keeping 
the  tracks  and  interlocking  plant  from  freezing,  and  that  the  car  was  temporarily 
neglected.  It  stated,  however,  rhat  instructions  had  been  issued  to  prevent  the 
recurrence  of  this  neglect  in  the  future,  no  matter  what  the  conditions  may  be. 

This  information  was  communicated  to  the  Complainant  and  as  no  further  advices 
were  received,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAI^’T  DOCKET  NO.  173. 

SCHOEN-JACKSON  COMPANY  Y Discontinuance  of  agency  at 

vs.  Moylan  Station,  Delaware 

ADAMS  EXPRESS  COMPANY.  j County. 

Filed  IMarch  21,  1914. — Closed  May  6,  1914. 

Complaint  was  made  against  the  removal  by  the  Respondnet  of  its  agency  at 
Moylan  Station,  the  nearest  shipping  point  for  the  Complainant,  alleging  that 
its  removal  was  the  cause  of  great  inconvenience*  to  that  company  and  other  manu- 
facturers in  the  vicinity. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  averred  that  a change  had  been  made  in  the  routing, 
but  that  the  service  to  the  Complainant  had  not  been  injured  thereby. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant,  but  as  nothing  fur- 
ther was  heard  of  it,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


_j 


COMPLATKT  DOCKET  NO.  105. 

W.  D.  MATHESON,  ET  AL.  Y 

VS . ' ^ 

^ ‘Mlesred  excessive  rates  for  service. 
THE  MIDDLETOWN  AND  SWATARA  excessive 

CONSOLIDATED  WATER  COMPANY,  j 

FUed  January  2,  1914. — Dismissed  May  7,  1914. 

Complainant  alleged  that  the  rates  charged  by  Respondent  were  unjust  and 
inequitable ; that  the  returns  to  the  said  Company  from  the  rates  thus  charged 
V ere  unreasonable ; that  Respondent  unfairly  discriminated  in  its  rates  between  the 
general  public  and  certain  individual  consumers’,  and  that  the  rates  at  which 
water  was  furnished  to  the  Borough  of  IMiddletown  were  unreasonable  and  un- 
justly in  advance  of  the  rates  charged  by  the  Consolidated  Water  Company  in 
other  districts  in  which  it  was  operated. 

The  Commission  duly  investigated  the  matters  complained  of,  and  after  hearing 
thereon  rendered  the  following  Report  and  Order,  dismissing  the  complaint: 

FINDING,  DETERMINATION  AND  OPINION. 

Wright,  Commissioner : 

The  allegation  of  the  Complainants  is  “that  the  rates  charged  by  the 
Defendant  Company  are  unjust,  unreasonable  and  discriminating.” 

The  “Middleton  Water  Company”  was  incorporated  in  1884,  or  1^5. 
by  residents  of  the  Borough  of  Middletown  for  the  purpose  of  supplying 
water  to  the  residents  of  Middletown.  In  1895,  the  Company,  as  well  as 
an  associate  company,  known  as  the  “Swatara  Mills  Company,”  made 
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au  assignment  for  the  benefit  of  creditors,  and  subsequently,  in  1897,  the 
property  and  franchises  were  sold  for  the  benefit  of  creditors  and  pur- 
chased at  sheriff’s  sale  by  George  F.  Billmeyer  and  J.  H.  Smyser, 
of  the  City  of  York,  for  ?il9,075  00  in  cash,  subject  to  a mortgage  of 
$23,000,000  assumed  by  the  purchasers.  The  purchasers  continued  to 
operate  the  Company  until  late  in  1902,  during  which  time  they  made 
some  improvements,  including  a “slow  sand  filteration  plant,”  for  the 
l)urpose  of  filtering  the  water  from  Swatara  Creek.  The  filter  was  not 
satisfactory  and  was  abandoned. 

In  1902  Billmeyer  and  Smyser  sold  the  Middletown  and  Swatara 
Water  Company  property  for  the  sum  of  -$108,402.59,  of  which  amount 
$.50,000.00  was  represented  in  first  mortgage  bonds. 

The  Londonderry  Water  Company  was  chartered  in  April,  1902,  for 
the  purpose  of  supplying  water  to  the  residents  of  Royalton  Borough, 
which  is  on  the  other  side  of  Swatara  Creek,  opposite  Middletown 
Boi'ough.  The  Londonderry  Company  acquired  springs  and  water  rights 
known  as  Round  Top  and  there  built  a reservoir  for  the  purpose  of  im- 
pounding water  from  the  springs  and  streams  and  delivering  same  by 
gravity  to  their  patrons  in  Royalton. 

In  November,  1903,  the  IMiddletown  and  Swatara  Water  Company  was 
merged  witli  the  Londonderry  "Water  Company  under  State  laws,  under 
the  title  of  the  “Middletown  and  Swatara  Consolidated  Water  Com- 
pany.” A physical  connection  was  made  between  the  two  systems  and 
both  IMiddletown  and  Royalton  supplied  by  gravity  through  the  Round 
Top  Reservoir. 

At  that  tizne  the  Middletown  Water  Company  had  a bonded  indebt- 
ness  of  .$100,000.00  and  a capital  stock  of  $100,000.00.  The  Londonderry 
"Water  Company  had  a bonded  indebtedness  of  $80,000.00  and  a capital 
stock  of  $80,000.00,  and  subsequently  the  consolidated  corporation  placed 
an  additional  mortgage  of  $20,000.00  upon  the  combined  properties. 

It  is  alleged  by  the  Complaintants  that  the  capital  stock  does  not  repre- 
sent a dollar  invested  and  has  no  value,  which  allegation  is  assented 
to  by  the  Respondent  Company. 

In  1909  the  Boai-d  of  Health,  after  investigation,  demanded  that  the 
Company  install  a mechanical  filtration  plant  and  in  compliance  with 
that  order  the  Company  installed  its  filter  and  other  improvements  at 
an  expense  of  about  $26,000.00. 

The  Complainants  had  an  appraisal  made  of  the  replacement  value, 
by  Engineer  F.  II.  Shaw,  who  estimated  the  cost  of  reproducing  the 
plants  as  follws: 


The  Middletown  Water  Company,  $81,437  00 

Londonderry  Water  Company,  41,115  00 

Or  a total  reproducing  value  of $122,552  00 


The  Respondent  Company  produced  evidence  to  show  that  errors  and 
omissions  in  the  value  of  material  would  bring  the  total  value  up  to  about 
$140,499.88. 

At  the  hearing  no  evidence  was  adduced  to  show  tlie  original  cost  of 
plant,  and  the  addition;zl  thereto,  nor  was  any  estimate  offered.  Under 
the  existing  rates  the  average  cost  jzer  year,  per  family,  is  $11,844. 
The  evidence  shows  that  for  the  year  ending  October  1st,  1912,  for  the 
combined  companies  the  gross  revenue  amounted  to  . $12,111.48.  The 
evidence  adduced  by  the  Respondent  shows  that  the  charges  and  expenses 
incident  to  the  management  and  operation  of  the  plant  for  the  year 
ending  October  1st,  1912,  amounted  to  $6,783.28,  leaving  the  sum  of 
$7,806.62  net  revenue  to  the  consolidated  company,  for  that  year,  under 
the  new  rates  of  the  company,  complained  against.  M^ithout  taking 
into  consideration  the  subjects  of  sinking  fund  or  depreciation,  it  would 
appear  from  the  above  that  the  Respondent  Company,  under  the  new 
rates,  is  not  receiving  a net  revenue  equal  to  the  legal  rate  of  intreest 
on  the  value  of  their  plant,  nor  an  income  more  than  is  fairly  due  after 
deducting  the  proper  charges  and  necessary  expenses  incident  to  the 
conduct  of  its  business.  The  Complaint  in  this  case  should  accordingly 
be  dismissed . 


ORDER. 


And  now,  to  wit.  May  7,  1914,  the  finding,  determination  and  opinion 
made  by  Commissioner  Wright,  dismissing  the  complaint,  is  concurred 
in,  ratified  and  confirmed  and  made  the  finding,  determination,  opinion 
and  order  of  the  Commission,  and  shall  be  filed  as  such  by  the  Sec- 
tary. 
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Subsequent  to  the  dismissal  of  the  case  by  the  Commission  the  Complainant,  in 
the  manner  provided  by  law,  filed  in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  of  Dauphin  County 
an  appeal  from  the  report  and  order  of  the  Commission. 

At  this  writing  the  matter  of  this  appeal  is  undetermined. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKI]T  NO.  186. 

Rate  on  coal  Portage,  Cambria 
County,  to  Eldorado,  Blair 
County . 

Filed  April  Li,  1914. — Closed  May  29,  1914. 

Complaint  was  made  against  an  alleged  excessive  charge  on  two  cars  of  coal 
from  Portage,  Cambria  County,  to  Eldorado,  Blair  County. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  advised  that  the  charges  assessed  upon  the  shipments 
in  question  were  in  accordance  with  the  published  tariffs  on  file,  but  stated  that 
if  permission  were  granted  by  the  Commission,  it  would  make  a refund  on  the 
difference  "between  the  rates  charged  and  a new  rate  made  effective  May  8,  1914. 

The  Commission  advised  the  Respondent  that  permission  to  make  such  refund 
had  been  granted,  and  the  case  was  closed. 


KEYSTONE  COAL  AND  COKE  COMPANY 
ys. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  125. 

M.  GLOSSER  & SONS,  ET  AL. 
vs. 

BALTIMORE  & OHIO  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

Filed  January  15,  1914. — Withdrawn  May  12,  1914. 

Complaint  was  made  against  the  alleged  excessive  charge  for  switching  on  ship- 
ments originating  on  the  road  of  one  or  the  other  of  the  Respondent  companies 
for  deliveries  to  industrial  sidings  in  the  City  of  Johnstown,  and  upon  shipments 
originating  with  the  industrial  establishments  for  delivery  on  the  line  of  the  re- 
spective respondents. 

After  the  passing  of  considerable  correspondence  between  the  parties  to  the  con- 
plaint  and  the  Commission,  a hearing  was  appointed  for  April  24,  1914,  but  before 
the  date  of  the  hearing  the  Commission  was  advised  by  the  Complainants  that 
an  agreement  had  been  entered  into  between  the  parties  to  establish  a joint  switch- 
ing rate  in  Johnstown  of  40  cents  per  gross  ton,  which  would  partly  satisfy  their  com- 
plaint, and  as  all  conditions  as  to  rates  were  promptly  established,  desired  to 
withdraw  the  complaint. 

A joint  tariff  carrying  out  the  agreement  between  the  parties  having  been  filed  with 
the  Commission,  the  complaint  was  withdrawn. 


^.Rate  for  interchange  of  freight. 
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COMPLAINT  LOCKET  NO.  124. 


THE  SOHEKSET  TELEPHONE  COM-^ 
PANY. 


vs. 

THE  ECONOMY  TELEPHONE 
COMPANY. 


STOCK 


I 


Alleged  disci-imiuatoi-y  rates. 


Filed  January  12,  1914.— Closed  June  3,  1914. 


The  liespondent  charged  its  stockholding  users  $2.00  less  per  annum 
lor  telephone  service  than  non-stockholdiug  users,  and  also  furnished 
service  free  to  hotels  and  rail-way  stations,  presumably  as  an  induce- 
ment to  the  securing  of  additional  subscribers. 

Held,  That  this  practice  should  be  discontinued,  as  it  was  discrimina- 
tory . 

The  Complaint  in  this  case  was  that  the  Economy  Telephone  Stock  Company 
was  violating  The  Public  Service  Company  Law  by  discriminating  in  rates  charged 
to  stockholding  users  of  the  service,  and  by  giving  free  service  to  hotels  and  rail- 
way stations. 

Answering  the  complaint  the  Respondent  admitted  that  it  did  furnish  free  ser- 
vice to  certain  railway  stations  in  the  territory  which  it  covered,  but  that  such 
free  service  was  essential  for  the  common  benefit  of  its  subscribers,  who  had  occa- 
sion constantly  to  call  the  railway  company  on  account  of  shipments  by,  and  de- 
liveries to,  them  of  commodities,  and  furthermore  that  it  would  be  very  glad  to 
receive  the  prescribed  rental  from  the  railroad  company,  but  that  the  railroad 
cou'pany  had  refused  to  install  their  service  at  their  rate,  and  that  without  in- 
struments in  the  various  stations  its  service  would  be  rendered  less  valuable  to  its 
regular  subscribers. 

After  a full  consideration  of  the  facts  before  the  Commission,  the  following 
opinion  and  order  w'as  rendered: 


OPINION  AND  ORDER. 


Brecht,  Commissioner: 

In  the  matter  of  the  Somerset  Telephone  Company  vs.  the  Economy 
Telephone  Stock  Company,  the  record  shows  that  it  is  the  practice 
of  the  Economy  Stock  Company  to  charge  patrons  who  hold  stock  in 
the  said  company  two  dollars  less  per  annum  for  their  service  than 
subscribers  who  are  not  stockholders  for  the  concern. 

This  action  respondent  attempts  to  justify  on  the  ground  that  it 
builds  new  lines  and  furnishes  .telephone  service  in  new  territory  only 
after  a subscriber  takes  stock,  and  therefore  such  a concession  is  found 
to  be  a necessary  inducement,  in  order  that  the  business  of  the  company 
may  be  further  developed  and  extended.  Under  the  plan  adopted  re- 
spondent contends  that  the  “stockholding  subscribers  really  builds  the 
line  because  he  furnishes  money  to  pay  for  the  labor  and  material  of 
putting  up  the  line,”  and  consequently  because  of  the  larger  risk  taken 
by  the  stockholding  subscribers,  he  should  receive  some  consideration  in 
the  rates  he  is  charged. 

This  argument,  in  substance,  applies  to  any  stock  telephone  company 
and  could  be  urged  with  equal  propriety  as  a sufficient  reason  for  making 
a difference  in  the  rates  which  any  such  company  charges  its  patrons. 
In  all  incorporated  telephone  companies,  stock  must  be  subscribed  before 
a line  can  be  built  or  before  there  can  be  any  development  of  the  plant 
equipment,  and  whether  the  money  comes  from  a subscriber  who  expects 
to  use  the  service,  or  from  an  outsider,  does  not  change  the  status  of 
company  as  a public  service  company  required  by  law  to  furnish  service 
at  rates  which  shall  not  be  unreasonably  discriminatory,  or  make  any‘- 
difference  in  the  scope  of  its  powers  imder  the  law. 

It  is  intended  that  the  law  shall  apply  in  the  matter  of  I’ates  for  service 
rendered  to  stockholders  and  non-stockholders  without  distinction,  and, 
therefore,  to  grant  a lower  rate  to  subscribes  holding  stock  than  is 
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granted  to  persons  not  holding  stock  must  be  regarded  as  a discrimination 
Moreover,  the  effect  of  granting  special  rates  to  stockholding  subscribers 
would  lead  to  all  kinds  of  abuse  in  the  matter  of  profits  and  dividends 
stockholders  might  receive. 

In  like  manner,  under  the  facts  disclosed  by  the  evidence  in  this  case, 
the  policy  of  respondent  company,  of  furnishing  and  maintaining  tele- 
phone service  at  hotels,  o."  railway  stations,  free,  is  an  unreasonable 
discrimination  as  against  other  patrons  and  users  of  the  service  of 
Respondent. 

In  both  of  these  instances,  the  method  pursued  by  the  respondent 
company  is  a violation  of  sub-section  (a)  and  (b)  in  Section  8 of  Article 
III,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law. 

The  Commission  therefore  determines  that  respondent  should  make 
no  difference  in  the  rates  which  it  charges  stockholding  and  non-stock- 
holding  subscribers,  or  users  of  its  service,  and  that  such  discrimina- 
tory practice  should  be  discontinued,  as  should  also  the  practice  of  fur- 
nishing and  niaintaining  telephone  service  free  at  hotels  and  railwaj 
stations.  An  order  should  be  entered  accordingly. 

ORDER. 

This  case  being  at  issue  upon  complaint  and  answers  on  file,  and 
having  been  duly  heard  and  submitted  by  the  parties,  and  full  in- 
vestigation of  the  matters  and  things  involved  having  been  had,  and 
the  Commission  haying,  on  the  date  hereof,  made  and  filed  of  record  a 
report  containing  its  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  thereon,  which 
said  report  is  hereby  referred  to  and  made  a part  hereof; 

Now,  to  wit,  June  3rd,  1914,  It  is  ordered.  That  the  Economy 
Telephone  Stock  Company,  on  and  after  the  receipt  of  this  order, 
make  no  difference  in  the  rates  which  it  charges  stockholding  and  non- 
stockholding subscribers,  or  users  of  its  service,  and  that  the  practice 
of  furnishing  and  maintaining  telephone  service  free  at  hotels  and  rail- 
way stations  be  discontinued. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  138. 

RESIDENTS  OF  ANTRIM  TOWNSHIP, A 
FRANKLIN  COUNTY  ' 

vs. 

CUMBERLAND  VALLEY  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 

Piled  January  28,  1914. — Dismissed  June  3,  1914. 

Complaint  against  discontinuance  of  freight  and  passenger  agency  at  Kauffman. 

The  evidence  showed  the  foiling  off  of  passenger  traffic,  due  principally, 
to  the  operation  of  a trolley  line. 

The  freight  business  seemed  to  show  no  material  decrease. 

Held,  That  the  passenger  agency  may  be  discontinued,  but  that  the 
freight  agency  be  re-established  not  later  than  July  15,  1914. 

The  Complainants  filed  a petition  signed  by  forty  residents  of  Antrim  Township, 
Franklin  County,  protesting  against  the  discontinuance  of  the  freight  and  passenger 
agency  at  Kauffman,  Franklin  County,  alleging  that  the  receipts  of  the  Respondent 
Company  warranted  the  continuance  of  the  station 

The  Respondent  Company  filed  an  answer  to  the  petition,  denied  some,  and  ad- 
mitted other  of  the  allegations  of  the  complaint,  and  submitted  figures  showing  its 
receipts  from  freight  and  passenger  business  at  the  Kauffman  Station,  and  averring 
that  since  the  construction  of  a trolley  line  between  Greencastle  and  Chambers- 
burg,  in  1907,  which  passed  through  Kauffman,  the  passenger  traffic  had  materially 
decreased. 

A hearing  on  the  complaint  was  held  in  the  offices  of  the  Commission  in  Harris- 
burg, April  7,  1914,  and  testimony  taken. 


I Discontinuance  of  Kaufman 
' tion,  Franklin  County. 
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After  a full  consideration  of  the  testimony  in  the  case,  together  with  the  briefs 
submitted  by  both  sides,  and  the  other  documents  of  record  in  the  case,  the  follow- 
ing opinion  and  order  of  the  Commission  was  rendered: 


OPINION  AND  ORDER. 

Brecht,  Commissioner: 

In  the  matter  of  the  discontinuance  of  the  station  at  Kauffman,  Frank- 
lin County,  the  petitioners  contend  that  they  have  found  it  very  incon- 
venient in  shipping  freight  since  Kauffman  Station  on  the  Cumberland 
Valley  Railroad  wms  changed  from  an  agency  station  for  freight  and 
passenger  traffic  to  a non-agency  station  for  freight  only,  and  now  peti- 
tion that  Respondent  be  required  to  place  an  agent  in  charge  of  the 
freight  business  at  that  point,  and  that  the  said  station  be  made  a flag 
stop  for  at  least  several  passenger  trains  to  points  east  of  Chambersburg 
and  west  of  Greencastle. 

Kauffman  is  a small  village  located  on  the  Cumberland  Valley  Rail- 
road between  Chambersburg  and  Greencastle,  about  eight  miles  from 
the  former  and  three  miles  from  the  latter  place.  It  is  also  connected 
with  Chambersburg  and  Greencastle  by  a trolley  line  that  runs  practi- 
cally parallel  to  the  Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  the  entire  distance. 

The  village  of  Kauffman  contains  twenty-live  houses  and  has  a farming 
population  within  a radius  of  one  mile  from  it  of  about  one  hundred 
and  fifty  to  two  hundred  people.  Prior  to  December  15,  1913,  it  was 
a passenger  and  freight  station  regularly  in  charge  of  an  agent  for  a 
period  of  twenty-six  years  or  more.  During  that  time  the  said  station 
was  a flag  stop  for  eight  of  the  fourteen  trains  operated  by  the  Cum- 
berland Valley  Railroad  Company  over  its  lines.  It  also  maintained  an 
express  office  and  had  a I’esidont  freight  agent  who  took  charge  of  aU 
freight  shipments  to  or  from  that  point. 

On  December  15,1913,  Kauffman  was  discontinued  as  an  agency  station 
both  for  freight  and  passenger  business,  and  since  then  has  been  con- 
tinued wholly  as  a non-agency  freight  station.  All  inbound  freight  to 
the  said  station  must  now  be  prepaid  and  outbound  freight  must  be  billed 
through  the  agent  at  Greenc:istle,  to  whom  the  shipper  can  send  his 
directions  over  the  telephone  of  the  Railroad  Company  free  of  charge. 

The  nearest  passenger  station  now  at  Kauffman  and  vicinity  is  at 
Marion,  which  is  two  and  one-half  miles  by  public  road  and  about  two 
miles  by  trolley  from  Kauffman.  The  station  at  Marion  is  within  com- 
paratively easy  reach  of  most  of  the  Complainants  since  some  of  them 
live  as  near  to  it  as  to  the  former  station  at  Kauffman,  while  the  greater 
number  of  them  can  reach  Marion  in  a few  minutes  by  means  of  the 
trolley  line. 

There  are  two  trains  on  the  main  line,  and  four  on  the  South  Penn 
Branch,  east  bound,  that  stop  daily  at  Marion,  to  take  on  and  let  off  pas- 
sengers ; and  in  addition  to  these  .six  trains  there  are  three  more  main  line 
, trains  east  bound,  that  stop  to  let  off  passengers.  The  west  bound  traffic 
has  about  the  same  number  of  trains  available  daily.  Persons  from 
Kauffman  can  also  take  trains  at  Chambersburg  for  points  east  and  at 
Greencastle  for  points  west  by  trolley,  which  makes  comparatively  close 
connection  with  a number  of  trains  each  way. 

Prom  facts  submitted  at  the  hearing  it  appears  that  the  trolley  line 
between  Chambersburg  and  Greencastle  has  largely  absorbed  the  passen- 
ger traffic  between  these  towns  and  of  all  places  lying  intermediate.  This 
is  particularly  true  of  Kauffman  where  the  passenger  receipts  were 
gradually  growing  less  until  in  the  last  few  years  the  station  was  kept 
open,  the  earnings  per  month  did  not  pay  the  cost  of  stopping  one  of 
the  heavy  trains  used  in  that  service. 

In  1907  when  the  trolley  road  from  Chambersburg  to  Greencastle  was 
built  the  ticket  receipts  at  Kauffman  were  $1,647.67,  a monthly  average 
of  .$137.50,  of  ■which  the  Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Company’s  share 
was  $129.99:  in  1911  the  receipts  showed  a monthly  average  for  the  Cum- 
berland Valley  Railroad  Company  of  $44.71 : in  1912  the  average  was  $40.81 ; 
in  1913  to  December  15th,  the  monthly  average  was  $37.02.  It  is  con- 
tended that  the  cost  each  time  of  stopping  one  of  the  heavy  trains  on 
that  road  is  from  seventy-five  cents  to  one  dollar  and  twenty -five  cents. 

The  Complainants  concede  that  the  earnings  for  passenger  traffic  are 
not  sufficient  to  employ  a ticket  agent  at  Kauffman,  and  therefore  they 
"do  not  insist  that  the  station  shall  be  maintained  for  purposes  of 
local  traffic.”  Their  needs  are  answered  if  certain  main  line  trains  stop 
on’ signal  at  that  point  to  take  on  passengers  for  points  east  of  Cham- 
bersburg and  west  of  Greencastle.  For  the  purpose  of  stopping  such 
trains.  Complainants  contend,  a passenger  agenr  would  not  be  needed, 
and  the  Respondent  would  therefore  not  be  put  to  any  expense  to  fur- 
nish the  desired  accommi)dation . 
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The  method  suggested  could  not  be  defended  as  a safe  rule  to  follow 
in  practice.  Any  arrangem‘mt  to  stop  some  trains  and  not  others  without 
some  one  responsible  in  charge  to  supervise  the  work,  would  lead  to 
confusion  and  trouble  in  tiie  service.  The  traveling  public  would  be 
given  the  control  of  the  signals  and  it  would  naiurally  follow  that 
wrong  trains  would  be  stopped  and  boarded,  either  through  error  or  for 
the  purpose  of  making  better  time.  It  would  result  in  practically  placing 
the  operation  of  trains  at  the  aforesaid  station  in  the  hands  of  the  gen- 
eral public  and  tend  to  produce  a situation  that  would  sooner  or  later 
become  intolerable. 

The  plan  proijosed  by  Complainants  to  secure  certain  trains  for  the 
passenger  traflie  makes  no  provision  for  express  service,  and  seems  to 
indicate  that  the  removal  of  the  express  office  from  Kauffman  did  not 
prove  of  any  great  inconvenience  to  the  people  of  that  community . This 
apparent  satisfaction  with  respect  to  express  facilities  may  be  accounted 
for  by  the  fact  that  the  trolley  company  has  been  regularly  carrying 
express  for  that  vicinity  and  may  have  given  convenient  and  satisfactory 
service.  Furthermore  there  is  an  express  office  at  Marion  which  has 
shipping  connections  with  several  of  the  trains  east  and  west  bound 
at  different  hours  of  the  day. 

Freight  is  now  received  at  Kauffman  in  carload  and  less  than  carload 
lots.  Less  than  carload  shipments  are  placed  by  the  crew  in  the  ware- 
house, and  carload  shipments  are  ‘‘loaded  or  unloaded  from  the  cars 
direct  by  the  shipper  or  consignee.”  Inbound  freight  must  be  prepaid 
and  outbound  freight  is  billed  through  the  agent  at  Greencastle.  Notice 
of  the  arrival  of  freight  at  Kauffman  is  received  by  telephone  or  mail 
from  the  agent  at  Greencastle. 

The  Complainants  testified  that  they  have  found  it  very  inconvenient 
to  ship  freight  under  the  present  arrangement ; that  there  is  a necessary 
delay  in  some  instances  when  freight  must  be  shipped  prepaid ; that  it 
is  not  safe  to  receive  anything  that  may  be  injuBed  by  the  weather ; that 
valuable  freight  is  liable  to  damage  since  there  is  no  one  held  responsible 
to  receive  it  and  protect  it  from  injury  or  abuse ; and  that  there  are 
frequent  delays  in  receiving  notice  of  the  arrival  of  the  shipment. 

The  station  building  at  Kauffman  is  owned  by  the  Cumberland  VaUey 
Railroad  Company  and  is  now  leased  to  a general  store  keeper,  who, 
in  consideration  of  the  lease,  locks  the  warehouse  at  night  and  opens  it 
in  the  morning  and  furnishes  the  scales  for  weighing  outbound  freight 
and  jnay  offer  such  other  freight  facilities  as  he  may  care  to  render. 
But  the  store  keeper  is  not  employed  by  the  Railroad  Company,  nor  does 
he  receive  any  kind  of  compensation  from  the  Respondent,  nor  does  he 
exercise  any  supervision  or  control  over  the  freight  business. 

The  evidence  of  the  General  Freight  Agent  of  the  Cumberland  Valley 
Railroad  contained  the  statement  that  the  gross  receipts  from  the  freight 
business  at  Kauffman  for  one  month  were  $378.08,  and  for  another  month 
$6‘29.74,  making  an  average  of  about  $5,000.00  a year.  There  were  no 
figures  submitted  showing  that  the  freight  receipts  were  growing  less  in 
recent  years ; but  it  was  shown  that  the  volume  of  freight  business 
handled  was  sub.stantially  the  same  when  the  agency  was  abolished  at 
Kauffman  as  in  1904,  nine  years  before.  The  agency  station  therefore 
was  discontinued  not  because  the  freight  receipts  were  diminishing  at 
that  point  nor  because  the  freight  business  proved  to  be  the  source  of 
any  additional  expense  in  maintaining  the  station. 

The  principal  item  of  expense  sustained  by  the  Railroad  Company  in 
maintaining  an  agency  station  at  Kauffman  was  the  salary  paid  to  the 
agent  which  amounted,  as  salary  and  compensation,  to  $26.80  a month 
for  his  services  as  passenger,  express  and  freight  agent.  The  other  items 
of  expense  necessary  for  the  upkeep  of  the  station,  such  as  the  cost 
of  providing  and  maintaining  safety  lamps  and  switch  lights,  are  the 
same  now  as  heretofore.  The  general  expense  of  keeping  up  the  property 
and  the  interest  on  the  investment  are  of  course  substantially  the  same 
whether  a place  be  maintained  as  an  agency  or  non-agency  station. 

The  record  in  this  proceeding  shows  that  the  passenger  receipts  were 
falling  off  for  some  years  and  were  gradually  reaching  a point  when  they 
were  no  longer  regarded  as  sufficient  to  meet  the  cost  of  maintaining  a 
ticket  office.  Under  these  circumstances  it  is  not  difficult  to  understand 
why  the  ticket  office  was  closed,  and  the  agency  for  passenger  service 
discontinued;  but  it  is  not  equally  clear  why  the  freight  business,  which 
had  been  fully  holding  its  own  and  showing  no  signs  of  becoming  less  in 
volume,  should  be  impaired  in  its  local  service  when  that  change  was 
made. 

The  method  of  handling  a freight  business  of  $5,000  a year,  especially 
where  the  method  has  been  established  for  many  years,  should  not  be 
discontinued  except  for  sufficient  cause.  Such  a change  should  not  be 
made  merely  to  lessen  the  operating  expenses  of  the  carrier  nor  for 
the  purpose  of  concentrating  the  business.  Nor  should  it  be  discontinued 
because  it  was  found  necessary  for  lack  of  passenger  receipts  to  close  the 
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ticket  office  .and  discontinue  the  passenger  traffic  at  a station.  It  should 
appear  that  it  had  to  be  done  because  the  receipts  from  the  freight  de- 
partment were  growing  less  or  the  expenses  for  maintaining  the  freight 
service  were  becoming  greater.  As  a matter  of  fact  neither  of  these 
things  took  place  in  the  freight  business  at  Kauffman. 

Under  the  conditions  as  they  now  exist  at  Kauffman  Station  it  is 
I’easonable  to  conclude  that  a freight  agency  could  be  maintained  at  that 
place  at  a nominal  expense.  The  warehouse  is  leased  to  a party  who  was 
formerly  agent  at  Kauffman  and  who  is  now  occupying  the  building  to 
conduct  a general  store.  In  view  of  his  business  relations  with  the  Rail- 
road Company,  arrangements  could  be  made  with  the  storekeeper  to  take 
charge  of  the  freight  business  for  a comparatively  small  compensation, 
perhaps  not  exceeding  fifteen  dollars  a month,  or' at  least  not  for  more 
than  a proportional  share  of  $26.80,  the  amount  formerly  paid  to  the 
agent  when  he  had  charge  of  both_ the  freight  and  passenger  business. 

It  cannot  be  considered  as  unfair  or  unsound  as  a business  proposition 
to  ask  the  Railroad  Company  to  as.sume  an  expense  of  about  two  hundred 
dollars  per  year  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  a business  whose  gross 
earnings  amount  to  $5,000  and  upwards  per  annum.  This  is  true  more 
especially  when  .such  a small_  cost  will  establish  a service  which  the  com- 
munity interested  contends  justly  belongs  to  it  and  which  it  is  seeking 
to  have  restored  to  it. 

I am,  therefore,  of  the  opinion  that  a freight  agency  should  be  con- 
tinued at  Kauffman,  and  recommend  that  same  be  re-established  by 
Respondent  on  or  before  July  15,  1914;  and  am  further  of  the  opinion 
that  the  request  of  the  petitioners  for  certain  passenger  train  service 
at  Kauffman  should  be  refused,  and  accordingly  recommend  that  the 
petition  for  the  said  passenger  service  be  dismissed. 


The  Commission  concurs  in  the  foregoing  finding,  determination  and 
c.pinion  of  Commissioner  P.recht,  and  it  is  accordingly  ordered  that  the 
freight  agency  be  continued  at  Kauffman,  and  that  such  agency  be  estab- 
lished by  the  Respondent  on  or  before  July  15,  1914;  and  it  is  further 
ordered  that  the  ap])lication  for  the  furnishing  of  passenger  service 
at  Kauffman  be  and  Ihe  same  hereby  is  dismissed. 


Complaint  was  made  against  increased  rate  for  water  service  in  the  City  of  York, 
the  Complainant  being  the  owner  of  a number  of  small  houses  in  that  city.  He 
also  complained  against  the  regulation  of  the. company  in  requiring  payment  in  ad- 
vance for  service,  and  in  default  thereof  a penalty  of  five  per  cent,  was  added. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  Company  admitted  that  it  required  the  payment  of 
its  bills  two  months  in  advance  and  that  in  default  thereof  a penalty  was  imposed, 
but  denied  the  allegation  that  the  increased  rates  were  unreasonable. 

Under  date  of  March  17,  1914,  the  Commission  advised  the  Complainant  that 
from  the  facts  before  it  it  was  of  the  opinion  that  the  rates  complained  of  were 
not  unreasonable  or  excessive,  ,-md  that  unless  he  could  substantiate  his  complaint 
by  proof,  the  case  would  be  dismissed. 

A hearing  was  held  in  Harrisburg,  .Tune  2,  1914,  at  which  the  Complainant  was 
not  present  nor  represented.  The  Respondent  was  represented  by  counsel. 

After  a full  consideration  of  the  testimony  taken  at  the  hearing  and  the  other 
evidence  on  file  in  the  case,  the  Commission  directed  that  the  case  be  dismissed  as 
being  without  merit. 


ORDER. 


payment  of 


Filed  February  6,  1914.— Dismissed  June  3,  1914. 


No.  27. 


, PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 


245 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  152. 


EMPLOYEES  OF  UNITED  STATES  A 
NAVY  YARD 


vs. 


;»Routing  of  cars  to  Navy  Yard. 


PHILADELPHIA  RAPID  TRANSIT 


COMPANY.  J 

Filed  February  20,  1914. — Closed  June  4,  1914. 


A petition  was  filed  by  the  Officers  of  the  Association  of  Employees  of  the  United 
States  Navy  Yard  at  Philadelphia,  complaining  of  the  inadequate  service  of  the 
Respondent  Company  in  handling  traffic  to  and  from  the  Navy  Yard  mornings  and 
evenings . 

The  Respondent  Company,  in  reply,  stated  that  it  appreciated  the  Navy  Yard 
in  the  growth  and  development  of  the  city ; and  that  as  the  result  of  an  investiga- 
tion made,  it  had  increased  its  car  capacity  over  thirteen  percent,  which,  in  its 
judgment,  would  be  sufficient  to  take  care  of  the  morning  and  evening  rush. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant,  for  comment. 

Under  date  of  June  8,  1914,  the  Respondent  addressed  to  the  Commission  a com- 
munication quoting  the  following  from  a letter  received  by  the  Respondent: 

“On  behalf  of  the  Department  of  Pennsylvania  Army  and  Navy  Union, 

U.  S.  A.,  I wish  to  extend  our  thanks  to  the  Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit 
Company  for  the  very  excellent  transportation  facilities  given  Sunday, 

May  31st,  at  the  Military  Field  Mass  held  at  League  Island  Navy  Yard 
by  the  Army  and  Navy  Union.  I assure  you  that  the  handling  of  the 
crowd  by  your  Company  was  deeply  appreciated. 

“According  to  the  official  count  at  the  Navy  Yard  gate  there  were  over 
85,000  people  who  attended  the  service  and  the  handling  of  such  a vast 
crowd  was  indeed  a big  undertaking.  We  have  already  started  to 
formulate  our  plans  for  the  service  next  year  which  I think  will  be 
held  a few  weeks  earlier,  probably  the  first  Sunday  in  May,  but  the 
Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Company  will  be  advised  in  due  form  of  the 
exact  date  and  time.” 

It  appearing  that  the  services  prayed  for  by  the  petitioners  having  been  installed 
and  no  further  advices  having  been  received,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


The  complaint  alleged  inadequate  service  and  insanitary  and  dangerous  condition 
of  the  equipment  of  the  Respondent  in  the  operation  of  its  line  between  Allentown 
and  Kutztown. 

In  its  answer  the  Respondent  Company  admitted  that  two  of  the  cars  complained  of 
were  equipped  only  with  hand  brakes,  but  averred  that  a majority  of  the  cars 
operated  were  equipped  with  air-brake  appliances,  and  that  it  was  in  contemplation 
to  replace  the  two  car.s  complained  of  with  modern  cars.  In  reply  to  the  allega- 
tion as  to  the  insanitary  condition  of  the  cars  the  Respondent  averred  that  its  cars 
were  swept  every  day  and  that  it  was  using  every  endeavor  to  keep  them  in  a 
sanitary  condition. 

A copy  of  the  Respondent’s  answer  wms  forwarded  to  the  Complainant,  and  as  no 
further  advices  were  received,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for  lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  158. 


ALLENTOWN  & READING  TRACTION  (impment. 


H.  A.  BOSTDORFF 


vs. 


service  and 


COMPANY. 

Filed  February  27,  1914. — Closed  June  4,  1914. 
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COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  169. 


J.  HOWARD  SMALE 
vs. 

PHILADELPHIA  AND  READING  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 


Alleged  inadequate  freight  station 
» facilities  at  North  Eighth  St., 
Reading. 


Piled  March  17,  1914.— Closed  June  4,  1914. 

The  Complainant,  as  the  owner  of  the  Keystone  Transfer  Company,  alleged  the 
inadequacy  of  the  Respondent’s  freight  station  on  North  Eighth  Street  in  the 
City  of  Reading. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  denied  the  material  allegations  of  the  complaint. 

A copy  of  the  answei-  of  the  Respondent  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant,  and 
as  no  further  advices  were  received  from  him,  the  case  was  marked  closed  for 
lack  of  prosecution. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  201. 


JAMES  BARR 

vs. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


^Damage  to  farm  lands  by  sparks 
( from  locomotives. 


Filed  May  5,  1914.— Closed  June  4,  1914. 


Complaint  arose  from  the  burning  of  timberland  of  the  Complainant,  alleged  to 
have  been  caused  by  sparks  thrown  from  the  locomotives  of  the  Respondent. 

The  Respondent,  in  answer,  denied  tlie  alleged  frequency  of  fires  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Complainants  land,  but  admitted  that  there  had  been  one  fire,  the  damage 
from  which  was  slight.  It  also  averred  that  every  precaution  was  being  taken 
to  prevent  fires,  and  that  all  their  engines  were  equipped  with  standard  spark 
arresters. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  sent  to  the  Complainant,  who  denied  the  statement 
contained  in  the  answer,  and  demanded  that  he  be  awarded  damages  for  the  de- 
struction of  certain  fences  which  he  alleged  had  been  burned  as  aforesaid. 

The  matter  was  carefully  considered  by  the  Commission,  and  the  Complainant 
advised  that  it  had  no  jurisdiction  to  adjudicate  claims  for  damages.  The  case 
was  accordingly  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  207. 

DEAVES  AND  MOORE 

vs.  Refusal  to  extend  main  to  furnish 

SPRINGFIELD  CONSOLIDATED  f service. 

WATER  COMPANY. 

J 

Filed  April  24,  1914. — Closed  June  4,  1914. 

The  Complainant  erected  three  store  rooms  on  Darby  Road,  in  Lansdown,  Dela- 
ware County,  and  obtained  from  the  Respondent  permits  for  three  taps  for  water 
service,  for  which  they  paid  the  Respondent  the  regular  fee,  but  w'hen  connection  was 
to  be  made  it  was  found  that  the  Respondent  had  no  mains  upon  this  street 
upon  which  the  aforesaid  store  rooms  fronted.  The  Complainant  alleged  that 
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when  this  fact  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Respondent  it  stated  that  a 
connection  could  be  made  if  the  Complainant  put  in  a pipe  from  its  main  to  the 
Complainant’s  property. 

A copy  of  the  complaint  was  forwarded  to  the  respondent  company,  and  upon 
receipt  of  advices  from  both  parties  to  the  complaint  that  the  extension  in  ques- 
tion had  been  made,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  204. 

CHARLES  E.  PELIN  & COMPANY 
vs. 

THE  BELL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OF 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Filed  May  13,  1914. — Closed  June  16,  1914. 

Complaint  was  made  that  the  Respondent  Company  had  demanded  the  removal 
of  an  attachment  which  the  Com])laiuaut  had  placed  upon  the  telephone,  claiming 
that  it  was  a “foreign  attachment”  used  in  violation  of  the  terms  of  the  contract 
between  the  parties. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  averred  that  explanation  had  frequently  been  made 
to  the  Complainant  of  the  the  objection  to  the  use  of  foreign  attachments  to  its 
instruments,  claiming  that  if  promiscuously  used  the  service  of  the  company 
would  be  impaired. 

After  a full  consideration  of  the  facts  before  it,  the  Commission  determined  that 
the  Respondent  Company,  in  order  to  insure  the  proper  transmission  of  messages, 
had  the  right  to  indicate  what  attachments,  if  any,  should  be  placed  upon  its 
instruments. 

The  Complainant  was  advised  of  the  decision  of  the  Commission,  and  as  no 
further  advices  were  received,  the  case  was  closed. 


Removal  of  attachment  to  receiver 
of  telephone. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  165. 


THOMAS  C.  BALDRIDGE 


vs. 

McKeesport  & duquesne  bridge 

COMPANY. 


> Alleged  excessive  toll  charges. 


Piled  March  12,  1914. — Dismissed  June  19,  1914. 


The  Complainant  alleged  excessive  charges  for  automobiles  over  the  bridge  of 
the  Respondent  between  McKeesport  and  Duquesne. 

In  answer,  the  Respondent  Company  denied  the  allegations  that  their  rates  were 
excessive,  unreasonable  or  unjust. 

A copy  of  this  answer  was  forwarded  to  the  Complainant,  who,  in  reply,  de- 
manded that  the  Commission  order  a substantial  reduction  in  the  tolls  in  question. 

Under  date  of  April  23,  1914,  the  Respondent  filed  with  the  Commission  a motion 
to  postpone  the  proceedings,  which  was  granted,  averring  that  the  bridge  had  been 
operated  at  a loss,  the  company  never  having  declared  a dividend;  that  the  com- 
pany was  in  negotiation  with  the  County  of  Allegheny  for  the  taking  over  of  the 
bridge  as  a county  bridge. 
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A hearing  was  held  in  Harrisburg,  June  16,  1914,  at  which  testimony  was  taken 
end  is  a part  of  the  record  in  this  case. 

Alter  full  consideration  of  the  testimony  and  the  other  evidence  in  the  case,  under 
date  of  June  19,1914,  the  Commission  rendered  the  following  opinion  and  order: 

OPINION. 


Penny  packer.  Commissioner: 

It  appearing  that  the  bridge  of  the  McKeesport  and  Duquesne  Bridge 
Company,  the  Respondent,  was  erected  in  1891,  twenty-three  years  ago; 
that  its  present  value  is  not  less  than  $175,100.00,  exclusive  of  real 
estate  by  testimony  valued  at  about  $18,000.00;  that  its  entire  net  earn- 
ings during  that  whole  intervening  period  amount  to  $48,099.00,  being 
less  than  three  per  cent,  per  annum  upon  the  value  of  the  bridge;  that 
it  has  never  paid  a dividend  to  its  stockholders ; that  for  one  year  it  was 
in  the  hands  of  a receiver;  that  it  has  a bonded  indebtedness  of. 
$150,000.00;  that  the  tolls  charged  as  to  all  vehicles  except  automobiles 
are  less  than  those  permitted  by  statute  and  an  order  of  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  and  that  the  testimony  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  the 
tolls  charged  for  automobiles  is  conflicting,  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mission that  the  complaint  has  not  been  sustained  and  ought  to  be 
dismissed. 


ORDER. 

This  case  being  at  issue  upon  complaint  and  answers  on  file,  and 
having  been  duly  heard  and  submitted  by  the  parties,  and  full  investiga- 
tion of  the  matters  and  things  involved  having  been  had,  and  the  Com- 
mission having,  on  the  dace  hereof,  made  and  filed  of  record  a report 
containing  its  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  thereon,  which  said 
report  is  hereby  referred  to  and  made  a part  hereof: 

Now,  to  wit,  June  19th,  1914,  It  is  ordered:  That  the  complaint  in 
this  proceeding  be  and  it  is  hereby  dismissed. 


COMPLAINT  DOCKET  NO.  163. 


W.  H.  SHARAH 
vs. 

BALTIMORE  & OHIO  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 


I Alleged  dangerous  condition  at 
^ Braddock  Station. 


Filed  March  5,  1914. — Closed  June  20,  1914. 


Complaint  alleged  dangerous  condition  attending  upon  passengers  boarding  and 
leaving  westbound  trains  at  the  station  of  the  Respondent  at  Braddock. 

In  reply  the  Respondent  Company  stated  that  practical  railroading  would  not 
permit  the  adoption  of  the  suggestions  made  by  the  Complainant,  and  the  Commis- 
sion directed  that  a hearing  be  held  in  Pittsburgh  before  Commissioners  Tone  and 
Wallace.  A hearing  was  held  as  directed  and  testimony  taken,  which  is  part  of 
the  record  in  this  case. 

After  the  hearing  a communication  was  received  from  the  Respondent  Company 
stating  that  the  recommendations  of  the  Commission  at  the  hearing  that  the  tracks 
nearest  the  station  be  planked  and  that  arrangements  be  made  for  the  loading  of 
passengers  on  the  station  side  of  the  track  had  been  adopted  and  the  necessary 
physical  work  ordered  to  be  commenced. 

The  cause  of  complaint  having  been  thus  removed,  the  case  was  marked  closed. 
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CERTIFICATES  OF  RURLIC  COAVENIEACE  APPRO VIKG  CON- 
TRACTS BETWEEN  MUNICIl’AL  CORPORATIONS  AND  1*UB- 
LIC  SERVICE  COxMPANIES  ISSUED  BETWEEN  JULY  2G,  1913 
AND  JUNE  30,  1914. 


The  following  applications  for  Certificates  of  Public  Convenience  for  the  ap- 
proval of  contracts  between  municipal  Corporations  and  Public  Service  Companies, 
under  Section  11,  of  Article  III,  of  the  Act,  were  filed  and  determined  by  The  Public 
Service  Commission,  between  .luly  26,  1913,  and  June  30,  1914,  inclusive,  and 
except  where  otherwise  noted.  Certificates  of  Puolic  Convenience  were  issued  with- 
out a special  Report  and  Order  of  the  Commission: 

No.  1. — Schuylkill  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company — 

Rorough  of  Ashland — Opinion  and  Order, 

No.  2. — Philadelphia  Company — 

Borough  of  Traftord. 

No.  3. — Lebanon  Vallej'  Light  Company — 

Borough  of  Myerstown. 

4. — Southern  Heat,  Light  and  Power  Company — 

’ Town.ship  of  Baldwin. 

No.  5. — Duquesne  Light  Company — 

Borough  of  Avalon. 

No.  6. — Duquesne  Light  Company — 

Borough  of  North  Braddock. 

No.  7. — Duquesne  Light  Company — 

Borough  of  Whittaker. 

No.  8. — Duquesne  Light  Company — 

Borough  of  Ben  Avon. 

No.  9. — Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company- 
City  of  Pittsburgh. 

No.  10. — Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 

City  of  Pittsburgh. 

No.  11. — Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company — 

City  of  Pittsburgh. 

No.  13. — A. — Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Company — 

Borough  of  South  Bethlehem . 

No.  13. — B. — Easton  Transit  Company — 

Borough  of  South  Bethlehem. 

No.  14. — Pennsylvania  Water  Company — 

Borough  of  Turtle  Creek. 

No.  15. — Pennsylvania  Water  Comi^any — 

Borough  of  Turtle  Creek. 

No.  16. — Pennsylvania  Water  Company — 

Borough  of  Pitcairn. 

No.  18.— Southern  Heat,  Light  and  Power  Company  — 

Cresetmt  Township. 

No.  19.— Duquesne  Light  Company — 

Borough  of  Vw^st  View. 
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No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 


20. — Harwood  Electric  Company- 
Borough  of  Freeland. 

22. ' — Blossburg  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company — 

Borough  of  Blossburg. 

23.  — Harmony  Water  Company — 

Borough  of  Ambridge. 

24. — Lycoming  Edison  Company — 

Borough  of  South  Williamsport. 

25.  — Bethlehem  Electric  Light  Company — 

Borough  of  Bethlehem. 

26. — Duquesne  Light  Company- 

Borough  of  Braddock. 

27.  — Hanover  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company — 

Borough  of  Littlestown. 

28.  — Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  and  Electric  Company — 

Borough  of  Pottstown. 

29.  — Equitable  Gas  Company — 

Borough  of  Munhall. 

30.  — Pennsyhmnia  Railroad  Company  and  Cumberland  Valley 

Company- 
City  of  Harrisburg. 

31.  — Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Company — 

Township  of  Greene. 

32.  — Soutliern  Heat,  Light  and  Power  Company — 

Borough  of  Grafton. 

33.  — Edison  Electric  Company — 

Borough  of  IMt.  Joy. 

36 — A. — Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company — 

County  of  Allegheny. 

36 — B. — Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company — 

County  of  Allegheny. 

37.  — Union  town  Water  Company — 

Borough  of  Uniontown. 

38.  — The  Philadelphia  Electric  Company — 

City  of  Philadelphia. 

39.  — The  Philadelphia  Electric  Company — 

City  of  Philadelphia. 

40.  — The  Philadelphia  Electric  Company — 

City  of  Philadelphia. 

41.  — Bucks  County  Interurban  Railway  Company — ■ 

Borough  of  New  Hope. 

42.  — Conewago  Gas  Company — 

Borough  of  Spring  Grove. 

43.  — American  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company — 

Borough  of  Catasauqua. 

44.  — Bethlehem  Electric  Light  Company — 

Counties  of  Northampton  and  Lehigh. 

45.  — Western  New  York  and  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company- 

Borough  of  Spartansburg. 

46.  — The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania — 

Borough  of  Mt.  Wolf. 

47.  — The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania — 

Borough  of  Kingston . 
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No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 


48.  — The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania — 

f Borough  of  Dover. 

49.  — The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania — 

Borough  of  New  Cumberland. 

50.  — Irwin  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company — 

Borough  of  Irwin. 

51.  — Harrisburg,  Portsmouth,  Mt.  Joy  iv  Lancaster  Railroad  Company  and 

the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  i^essec — 

City  of  Harrisburg. 

52.  — United  Electric  Company — 

Township  of  Lower  Allen. 

53.  — Hanover  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company — 

Borough  of  McSherrystown . 

54.  — Equitable  Gas  Company — 

City  of  Pittsburgh. 

55. — Equitable ■ Gas  Company — 

City  of  Pittsburgh. 

56.  — Equitable  Gas  Company — 

City  of  Pittsburgh. 

57.  — Equitable  Gas  Company — 

City  of  Pittsburgh. 

58.  — Central  District  Telephone  Company — 

Borough  of  Greenville. 

.59. — Philadelphia  Suburban-Gas  and  Electric  Company — 

Township  of  Springfield,  Montgomery  County. 

60.  — Harmony  Electric  Company — 

Borough  of  Ellwood  City. — Opinion  and  Order. 

61.  — Peoples  Light  Company  of  Pittston — 

Borough  of  Hughestown . 

62.  — The  Blossburg  Electric  Light  and  Power  Compan3- — 

Borough  of  Covington . 

63. — The  Blossburg  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company — 

Borough  of  Covington . 

64. — Relief  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company — 

Boroughs  of  Washington,  East  Washington,  Cannonsburg. 

65.  — Port  Clinton  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company — 

Borough  of  Port  Clinton. 

66.  — Westmoreland  Electric  Company — 

Borough  of  South  West  Greensburg. 

67.  — -The  West  Penn  Electric  Company — 

Borough  of  New  Eagle. 

68. — The  West  Penn  Electric  Company — 

Borough  of  Monessen . 

69. — West  Penn  Light  and  Power  Company — 

Borough  of  Avonmore. 

70.  — Kiskiminetas  Valley  Electric  Company — 

Borough  of  Apollo. 

71.  — Central  District  Telephone  Company — 

Borough  of  Sewickley. 

72.  — Central  District  Telephone  Company — 

Borough  of  Sharpsburg. 

73.  — The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Penusylvaiii.a— 

Borough  of  Myerstown. 

75. — The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company — 

Borough  of  Springdale. 
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No.  76. — The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company — 

Township  of  Lower  Merion,  Montgomery  County. 

No.  77. — The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company- 
Borough  of  Mifflin. 

No.  78. — Manor  Electric  Company — 

Borough  of  Manor. 

No.  79. — Shenango  Valley  Electric  Light  Company- 
Borough  of  iSharon. 

No.  80. — Sharpsville  Electric  Light  Company — 

Borough  of  Sharpsville. 

No.  81. — SharpsvUle  Electric  Light  Company- 
Borough  of  SharpsvUle. 

No.  84. — The  Central  District  Telephone  Company. 

Borough  of  Baden. 

No.  85. — Wilkes-Barre  Light  Company — 

City  of  WUkes-Barre. 

No.  86. — Citizens  Water  Company — 

Borough  of  East  Washington. 

No.  87.— Pittsburgh,  Harmony,  Butler '&  New  Castle  Railway  Company- 
Township  of  Big  Beaver,  iieaver  County. 

No.  88.— Pittsburgh,  Harmony,  Butler  & New  Castle  Railway  Cur.pauy - 
Borough  of  Homewood. 

No.  89. — Pennsylvania  Company — 

Borough  of  Ambridge. 

No.  90. — Albion  Light  and  Power  Company — 

Borough  of  Albion. 

No.  91.— Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company — 

County  of  Allegheny. 

No.  92.— Pittsburgh,  Harmony,  Butler  and  New  Castle  Railway  Company- 
Borough  of  Koppel. 

No.  93. — Counties  Gas  and  Electric  Company- 
Borough  of  SchweuksvUle. 

No.  94. — Duquesne  Light  Company — 

City  of  McKeesport. 

No.  95. — Crescent  Light  Company — 

Township  of  Crescent. 

No.  96. — Lock  Haven  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company — 

Townshii)  of  Castanea,  Clinton  County. 

No.  97. — Lock  Haven  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company — 

County  of  Clinton. 

No.  98.— Edison  Electric  Company — 

Borough  of  Elizabethtown. 

No.  99. — Heidelberg  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company — 

Borough  of  Robesonia. 

No.  100. — Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company — 

Borough  of  Wilmerding. 

No.  101. — The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania — 

Borough  of  West  Chester. 

No.  102. — Panther  Valley  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company- 
Borough  of  Summit  Hill. 

No.  103.— Citizens  Electric  Illuminating  Company — 

City  of  Pittston. — Opinion  and  Order. 

No.  105. — Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company — 

Township  of  Conyngham. 

No.  106. — New  Castle  Electric  Company — 

City  of  New  Castle. 
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No.  107. — The  Shenango  VaUey  Electric  Light  Company — 

Borough  of  EarreU. 

No.  108. — Alleuport  and  Roscoe  Electric  Street  Railway  Company — 

East  Pike  Kim  Township,  Washington  County. 

No.  109. — Versailles  Fuel  Gas  Company — 

City  of  McKeesport. 

No.  110. — The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pinnsylvania — 

Township  ot  JTaverford,  Delaware  County. 

No.  111. — Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company — 

Borough  of  Wilkiusburg. 

No.  112. — Philadelphia,  Baltimore  Washington  Railroad  Company,  et  al — 
citj'  ox  Bniladelphia . i 

No.  113. — Butler  Light,  Heat  and  Motor  Company — 

Borough  of  Butler. 

No.  111. — Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company — 

Borough  of  Pottstown. 

No.  115. — Philadelphia  tC  Reading  Railway  Company — 

Borough  of  Pottstown. 

No.  116.— Luzerne  County  Gas  and  Electric  Company — 

Borough  of  Horranceton. 

No.  117.— Luzerne  County  Gas  and  Electric  Company- 
Borough  of  Luzerne. 


No.  US. — Luzerne  County  Gas  and  Electric  Company — 
Borough  of  Dallas. 

No.  119. — The  West  Penn  Electric  Company — 

Borough  of  Roscoe. 


No.  120. — The  West  Penn  Electric  Company — 

Borough  of  South  Brownsville. 

No.  121.— The  West  Penn  Electric  Company- 
Borough  of  Coal  Centre. 

No.  122.- — Westmoreland  Electiuc  Company — 

Borough  of  Greenshurg. 

No.  123. — Elizabethtown  and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company- 
Borough  of  Elizabexhtown . 


No.  124.— Elizabethtown  and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company- 
Township  of  Mt.  Joy,  Lancaster  County. 

No.  125.— Elizabethtown  and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company- 
Township  of  Conewago,  Dauphin  County. 

No.  126.— Deodate  and  Hershey  Street  Railway  Company- 
Township  of  Conewago,  Dauphin  County. 

No.  127. — Deodate  and  Hershey  Street  Railway  Company- 
Township  of  Derry,  Dauphin  County. 


No.  128.  The  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company — 
Township  of  V\'est  Deer,  Allegheny  County 


No. 


129.— The  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company- 
Township  of  West  Deer,  Allegheny  County. 


No.  130.— The  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company- 
Township  of  West  Deer,  Allegheny  County. 


No.  131.— The  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Comp-mv— 
Township  of  West  Deer,  Allegheny  County 


No.  132.— The  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad 
Township  of  Clinton,  Butler  County. 


Company — 


No.  133. — The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania — 
Borough  of  Dorranceton. 


No.  134. — The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania 

Borough  of  Lehighton. 
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No.  135. — The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania — 
Borough  of  Austin. 

No.  136. — Annville  and  Palmyra  Electric  Light  Company — 
Borough  of  Palmyra. 

No.  137. — Reading  Transit  and  Light  Company — 

City  of  Lebanon. 

No.  138.— London  Grove  Township  Light  Company — 

Township  of  London  Grove,  Chester  County. 

No.  139. — East  Marlborough  Township  Light  Company — 
Township  of  East  Marlborough,  Chester  County. 

No.  140. — New  Garden  Township  Light  Company- 

Township  of  New  Garden,  Chester  County. 

No.  141. — Kennett  Township  Light  Company — 

Township  of  Kennett,  Chester  County. 

No.  142. — West  Grove  Borough  Light  Company — 

Borough  of  West  Grove,  Chester  County. 

No.  143. — Avondale  Borough  Light  Company — 

Borough  of  Avondale,  Chester  County. 

No.  144. — Wellsboro  Water  Company — 

Borough  of  Wellsboro. 

No.  145.— Kittanning  Electric  Light  Company — 

Borough  of  Kittanning. 

No.  146. — Edison  Light  and  Power  Company — 

Borough  of  Hallam . 

No.  147. — Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company — 

City  of  Erie. 

No.  148. — Harrisburg  Light  and  Power  Company — 

City  of  Harrisburg. 

No.  149. — R.  B.  Myers — 

Borough  of  Arendtsville. 

No.  150. — Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company- 
Borough  of  Wilmerding. 

No.  151  —George  B.  Gayley,  et  al. — 

Borough  of  Wampum. 

No.  152.— Harrisburg  Light  and  Power  Company — 

Borough  of  Dauphin. 

No.  153. — Philadelphia  Western  Railway  Company — 
Township  of  Haverford,  Delaware  County. 
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DISPOSITION  BY  THE  COMMISSION  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOB 
CEETIFICATES  OF  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE  UNDEE  ITS 
MUNICIPAL  CONTEACT  DOCKET. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTEACT  DOCKET  NO.  1. 


SCHUYLKILL  LIGHT,  HEAT  & POWER 
COMPANY 
and 

BOROUGH  OF  ASHLAND. 


In  re  petition  of  Schuylkill  Light, 
Heat  and  Power  Company  for 
approval  of  an  Ordinance  of  the 
Borough  of  Ashland. 


OPINION  AND  ORDER. 

Commissioner  Fen n y packer: 

The  Schuylkill  Light,  Heat  & Power  Company,  a corporation  of  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania,  presented  August  19th,  1913,  its  petition  asking 
for  the  approval  by  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  an  ordinance  of 
the  Borough  of  Ashland  granting  it  the  right  to  enter  upon  the  streets 
and  highways  of  the  Borough  with  poles  and  wires  for  the  purpose  of  the 
distribution  of  light,  heat  and  power,  and  for  the  purpose  of  altering, 
inspecting  and  repairing  its  system  of  distribution. 

The  ordinance  enacted  by  the  Borough  Councils  and  approved  by  the 
Chief  Burgess,  August  11th,  1913,  provided  in  substance  that  the  peti- 
tioner should  be  granted  the  right  to  enter  upon  the  streets  of  the 
Borough  with  poles  and  wires,  doing  as  little  damage  as  practicable, 
subject  to  the  regulations  of  Councils  with  respect  to  grades,  travel  and 
wires  and  poles  ; that  the  system  should  be  in  operation  within  one  year ; 
that  light  should  be  furnished  to  certain  Departments  of  the  Borough 
free  or  charge  under  the  penalty  of  forfeiture  provided  that  if  similar 
rights  should  thereafter  be  granted  to  another  Company  the  petitioner 
should  only  be  required  to  do  half  of  the  free  lighting ; that  the  peti- 
tioner should  pay  such  tax  per  pole  per  annum  “as  is  paid  by  any  other 
Company  ’ and  paint  the  poles ; that  the  petitioner  should  begin  opera- 
tions within  three  months  and  file  a bond  in  $1,000.00  to  be  forfeited 
upon  failure  so  to  begin ; and  that  the  petitioner  should  within  thirty 
days  file  an  acceptance  in  writing  and  pay  all  expenses.  The  petitioner 
filed  the  bond  and  acceptance  September  10th,  1913. 

After  the  presentation  of  this  petition,  a protest  against  the  approval 
of  the  ordinance  and  contract  was  filed  by  the  Eastern  Pennsylvania 
Light,  IRat  & Power  Company.  The  allegations  of  this  protest  were 
substantially  as  follows:  The  protestant  was  originally  incorporated 

September  13th,  1906,  as  the  Palo  Alto  Light,  Heat  & Power  Company, 
which  name  was  subsequently  changed . The  Edison  Electric  Illuminating 
Company  of  Ashland  was  incorporated  April  17th,  1884,  for  the  purpose 
of  supplying  light,  heat  and  power  to  the  public  in  that  Borough  and  to 
corporations  and  individuaLs  there  residing,  and  in  adjacent  territory. 
This  corporation  was  later  merged  with  the  protestants.  This  corpora- 
tion, until  the  merger,  and  since  the  mergi.'r  the  protestant,  has,  since 
its  organization,  supplied  light,  heat  and  power  to  Ashland.  The  pro- 
testant has  a poh-  line  nine  and  a half  miles  in  length,  a brick  building 
7H  feet  long  and__63  feet  wide  with  boilers,  engines,  generators  and  the 
necessary  equipment.  Its  plant  is  adequate  to  supply  all  demands.  The 
population  of  Ashland  is  about  sixty-eight  hundred  and  fifty  persons. 
The  rates  heretofore  charged  which  are  set  forth  in  detail  are'  alleged  to 
be  just  and  reasonable  and  are  practically  those  in  force  by  electric 
light  companies  in  the  State.  It  is  further  alleged  that  there  is  no 
necessity  for  two  electric  light  companies  in  Ashland  and  not  enough 
business  to  warrant  their  existence  in  such  a way  as  to  give  good 
service. 

From  the  testimony  presented  at  the  berthing,  the  following  facts  are 
found: 

The  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat  & Power  Company  has  an  ade- 
quate plant  and  has  been  furnishing  electric  light  to  private  consumers 
in  all  parts  of  Ashland.  It  has  twenty-three  miles  of  wire  and  five 
hundred  nad  fourteen  poles  erected.  It  has  an  existing  contract  with 
Ashland  for  the  Borough  lighting  executed  in  1908  for  a term  of  ten 
years.  A few  complaints,  not  very  serious,  have  been  made  with  respect 
to  the  efficiency  of  the  service,  amounting  to  fifteen  in  two  months 
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time.  The  plant  is  in  a position  to  render,  and  does  render  a complete 
and  sufficient  electric  light  and  power  service  to  the  Borough.  No  ordi- 
nance has  been  passed  by  Councils  giving  this  corporation  authority  to 
put  wires  and  pioles  through  the  streets  of  the  Borough,  but  they  had  been 
erected  for  many  years  wthout  objection,  and  their  existence  had  been 
recognized  by  the  Borougu  in  making  the  contract.  The  cluirge  to  the 
Borough  was  885. OU  per  lamp  for  each  year.  The  protestant  oli'ered  to 
furnish  light  to  the  Borough  of  Centralia  for  SpdO.UO  per  lamp  per  year, 
and  furnish  the  light  to  Frackville  and  Girardville  at  that  rate.  Fifteen 
years  ago  there  had  been  two  companies  furnishing  light  in  Ashland, 
one  to  the  municipality  and  one  to  the  citizens,  but  both  had  been  bought 
out  by  the  protestant. 

The  facts  in  this  upiilication  raise  clearly  a question  of  much  importance 
for  the  first  time  in  the  experience  of  this  Commission.  A light  and 
power  company  which  has  occupied  the  streets  of  a municipality  with 
its  poles  and  wires  for  twenty-nine  years,  which  has  during  that  time 
served  the  community  upon  the  whole  with  approval ; has  a plant  and 
facilities  which  enable  it  to  render  adequate  and  proper  service.  A light, 
heat  and  power  company  which  has  no  plant,  but  which  has  associations 
with  a trolley  company  whose  track  rims  through  the  municipality  pro- 
poses to  extend  another  set  of  poles  and  wires  through  the  streets  not 
occupied  by  the  trolley  company.  An  ordinance  granting  these  privileges 
has  been  passed  and  approved  by  the  proper  municipal  authorities  and 
accepted  by  the  corporation.  No  doubt  it  is  the  expectation  of  the  muni- 
cipality that  by  reason  of  the  competition  in  this  way  introduced,  a lesser 
rate  for  service  will  be  secured. 

Section  11  of  Artich'  III  of  the  Act  of  July  2tith,  1913,  provides  that 
“no  contract  or  agreement  between  a public  service  company  and  any 
municipal  croporation  shall  be  valid  unless  approved  by  the  Commission,” 
and  Section  2 of  Article  III  of  the  same  Act  provides  that  “upon  the 
approval  of  the  Commission  evidenced  by  its  C-ertificates  of  Public  Con- 
venience lirst  had  and  obtained,  and  not  otherwise,  it  shall  be  lawful  for 
any  proposed  public  service  company  (b)  to  begin  the  exercise  of  any 
i-ight,  power,  franchise  or  privilege  under  any  ordinance,  municipal 
contract  or  otherwise.” 

It  is  plain  that  the  approval  by  the  Commission  and  the  giving  of  its 
Certificates  of  Public  Convenience  involves  the  determination  by  the 
Commission  that  the  carrying  into  effect  of  the  proposed  contract  would 
be  for  the  benefit  of  the  i»ublic.  Does  it  appear  that  the  approval  of 
this  contract  would  result  in  such  benefit?  The  passage  of  the  Act  of 
July  26th,  1913,  and  of  similar  Acts  in  nearly  all  of  the  other  States 
indicates  a general  judgment  tl.at  :i  reliance  upon  competition  between 
public  service  companies  for  securing  adcciiuitc  service  and  proper  rates 
has  not  been  successful  and  that  hereafter  supervision  by  properly  con- 
stituted autliorities  is  to  be  substituted.  Long  experience  has  shown 
that  while  the  temporary  effect  of  competition  between  public  utilities 
occupying  the  same  territory  is  to  secure  lower  rates,  the  final  result  is 
likely  to  be  the  absorption  of  one  by  the  other  and  then  an  increase  of  rates 
to  pay  the  expense  of  the  warfare.  The  experience  of  Ashland  which 
once  had  two  or  three  competitive  companies  all  of  them  absorbed  by  the 
strongest  is  an  illustration.  The  municipality  in  the  case  of  companies 
furnishing  light  is  burdened  with  the  inconvenience  and. difficulties  which 
arise  from  the  presence  of  duplicated  poh  s and  wires  and  finally  has  to 
pay  at  least  a reasonable  return  upon  th  ' increased  capital  required  by 
such  duplication.  Thi>  question  always  is  by  what  means  can  the  public 
convenience  be  best  served.  It  may  well  be  that  occasions  will  arise 
when  because  of  some  fundamental  defect  in  the  service  by  the  company 
in  the  occupancy  of  the  territory  duo  to  inadequacy  of  plant,  want  of 
financial  strength,  or  some  other  reason,  the  public  would  be  benefitted 
by  the  introduction  of  a competeing  company.  Such  cases  can  be  de- 
tei'mined  upon  their  own  merits  when  they  arise.  No  such  difficulties 
are  met  with  in  the  present  case.  The  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light, 
Heat  & Power  Company  lias  occupied  the  same  territory  for  twenty- 
nine  years.  Its  plant  is  adequate.  It  has  supplied  the  municipality  and 
the  people  during  the  entire  iieriod  with  comparatively  little  complaint. 
Should  its  rates  be  unreasonable,  discriminatory  or  unduly  burdensome 
it  is  always  within  the  power  of  the  Commission  upon  proper  complaint 
to  control  them  and  afford  relief. 

The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  introduction  into  the  munici- 
palitv  of  the  poles  and  wires  of  a second  company  organized  for  purposes 
of  competition  would  be  at  least  of  doubtful  utility.  The  approval  of  the 
ordinance  is  therefore  withheld  and  the  application  for  its  approval  is 
dismissed . 

ORDER. 

And  now,  to  wit,  April  9th,  1914,  the  finding,  determination,  opinion 
and  order  made  by  Commissioner  Pennypacker  withholdin.g  the  approval 
of  the  said  ordinance  contract  between  SehuylkiU  Light,  Heat  & jPower 
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Company  and  the  Borough  of  Ashland  and  dismissing  the  application 
for  its  approval  is  concurred  in,  ratified  and  confirmed,  and  made  the 
finding,  determination,  opinion  and  order  of  the  Commission  and  shall 
be  filed  as  such  by  the  Secretary. 

This  case  has  been  appealed  to  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  of  Dauphin  County 
to  No.  55,  Commonwealth  Docket,  191-1. 

No  decision  has  as  yet  been  rendered  by  said  Court. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTPACT  DOCKET  NO.  2. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Philadel- 
phia  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 
and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
'contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Borough  - 
of  Trafford,  granting  the  right  anci  ijrivilege  to 
the  said  Company  to  construct,  maintain,  operate 
and  finally  remove  a pipe  line  for  the  purpose  of 
transporting  gas  over  a viaduct  in  said  Borough,  j 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Philadelphia  Company,  by  petition  in  writing  for  the  ap- 
proval of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  13th  day  of  August,  1913,  between 
the  Borough  of  Trafford  and  the  said  Company,  and  supplemental  resolution  of 
the  said  Borough,  passed  the  2nd  day  of  February,  1914,  with  acceptance  thereof 
by  said  Company,  dated  the  5th  day  of  February,  1914,  granting  the  right  and 
privileges  to  the  said  Company  to  construct,  maintain,  operate  and  finally  remove 
a pipe  line  for  the  purpose  of  transporting  gas  over  a viaduct  in  said  Borough. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  19th  day  of  February,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  supplemental  resolution  and  acceptance  hereto  at- 
tached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  3. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Lebanon  A 
I'allev  Electric  Light  Company,  under  Section 

11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  IS  and  19,  Article  1 CERTIFICATE 

V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  > OF 

the  approval  of  a contract  for  lighting  the  streets  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE, 
of  the  Borough  of  Myerstown,  Lebanon  County, 

Pennsylvania.  J 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Lebanon  Valley  Electric  Light  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  19th  day  of 
September,  1913,  between  Lebanon  Valley  Electric  Light  Company  nnd  the  Borough 
of  Myerstown,  Lebanon  County,  Pennsylvania,  for  lighting  the  .streets  of  the 
said  Borough  for  a period  of  three  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  2nd  day  of  Deceml)er,  1913, 
approves  the  said  contract  hereto  attached. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  LOCKET  NO.  4. 


lu  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Southern  Heat, 
Eight  and  Power  Company,  of  Allegheny  County, 
Pennsylvania,  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and 
Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Jjuw,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  and 
Resolution  of  the  Township  of  Raid  win,  Alle- 
gheny County,  Pennsylvania,  accepted  by  said 
Company,  granting  tue  right  and  privilege  of 
constructing,  operating  and  maintaining  wires, 
poles,  etc.,  in  said  Township. 


J 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUREIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  by  the  Southern  Heat,  Eight  and  Power  Company,  of  the  County 
of  Allegheny,  State  of  Pennsylvania,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a 
certain  written  contract,  between  the  Commissioners  of  Raldwin  Township  and 
said  Company,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  said  Township,  ordained  and 
enacted  the  6th  day  of  August,  1913,  and  accepted  by  said  Company  the  3rd  day 
of  September,  1913,  with  .supplemental  resolution  attached,  ordained  and  enacted 
the  5th  day  of  November,  1913,  by  said  Township,  and  accepted  by  said  Company 
the  13th  day  of  November,  1913,  granting  unto  the  said  Southern  Heat,  Light  and 
Power  Company  the  right  and  privilege  to  construct,  operate  and  maintain  poles, 
wires  and  other  devices  within  the  said  Towmship  of  Raldwin,  for  the  purpose  of 
conducting  electricity  through  the  said  Towmship. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  ISth  day  of  November,  1913, 
approved  the  said  contract  as  evidenced  by  the  certified  copy  of  said  ordinance  and 
of  said  resolution  and  of  said  acceptance,  hereto  attached. 


I 

MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  5. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  l>uquesne  Light 
Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and 
Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Coni[)any  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Company  and  Rorough  of 
Avalon,  Allegheny  County,  for  lighting  the 
streets  of  the  aforesaid  Rorough. 


J 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUREIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Duquesne  Light  Company,  by  petition  in  writing  of  a 
certain  written  contract,  dated  the  4th  day  of  September,  1913,  with  supplement 
thereto  as  evidenced  by  a resolution  of  the  said  Rorough,  dated  the  6th  day  of 
November,  1913,  and  acceptance  of  said  resolution,  dated  the  16th  day  of  November, 
1913,  between  the  said  Duquesne  Light  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Avalon, 
for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough  for  a period  of  three  years. 

The  Commission  now',  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of  January,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract  with  supplements,  hereto  attached. 


No.  27. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  G. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  I)uquesne  Light 
Company,  of  Allegiieny  County,  Pennsylvania, 
lUKler  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18 
and  19,  Article  of  The  Public  Service  Com- 
pany Law,  for  the  approval  of  a contract  be- 
tween the  Borough  of  North  Bradock,  Allegheny 
County,  Pennsylvania,  and  said  Company,  for 
lighting  the  streets  of  said  Borough. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  by  the  Duquesae  Light  Company,  of  Allegheny  County,  Pennsyl- 
vania, by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  be- 
tween the  Borough  of  North  Brnddock  and  said  Company,  as  evidenced  by  an 
Ordinance  of  said  Borough,  dated  the  8th  day  of  July,  1913,  accepted  by  said 
Company  the  28th  day  of  July,  1913,  and  by  "supplemental  Ordinance  attached, 
dated  the  7th  day  of  November,  1913,  accepted  by  said  Company  the  13th  day  of 
November,  1913,  for  the  lighting  of  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough  of  North  Brad- 
dock  for  a period  of  five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  November,  1913, 
approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  the  copies  of  said  original  and  sup- 
plemental Ordinances  and  acceptances  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
C OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE . 


]MT'NTrTPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  7. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Duquesne  Light  A 
Company,  of  Allegheny  County,  Pennsylvania, 

under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  CERTIFICATE 

and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Com-  S-  OF 

piny  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a contract  for  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE, 
lighting  the  sti'eets  of  the  Borough  of  Whittaker. 

Allegheny  County,  Pennsylvania.  J 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Duquesne  Light  Company,  of  Allegheny  County,  Pennsyl- 
vania, by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated 
the  29th  day  of  July,  1913,  with  attached  resolution  of  the  Borough  of  Whittaker, 
dated  the  8th  da.v  of  November,  1913,  and  acceptance  thereof  by  the  Duquesne  Light 
Company,  dated  the  13th  day  of  November,  1913,  between  the  Duquesne  Light 
Company,  of  the  County  of  Allegheny,  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  the  Borough  of 
AVhittaker,  County  and  State  afoi-esaid,  said  resolution  and  acceptance  being  made 
part  of  said  contract,  for  lighting  the  streets  and  highways  of  said  Borough,  for 
a period  of  five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  November,  1913, 
approves  the  said  contract  with  supplementiil  resolution  and  acceptance  hereto 
attached , 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO  8. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Duquesne  Light 
Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and 
Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a con- 
tract between  said  Company  and  the  Rorough 
of  Ben  Avon,  Allegheny  County,  for  lighting  the 
.streets  of  the  aforesaid  Borough. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Duquesne  Light  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  9th  day  of  September,  1913,  and 
supplements  thereto  as  evidenced  by  a resolution  of  the  Borough  of  Ben  Avon, 
dated  the  9th  day  of  December,  1913,  and  acceptance  of  said  resolution,  dated  the 
16th  day  of  December,  1913,  between  the  said  Duquesne  Light  Company  and  the 
Borough  of  Ben  Avon,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough  for  the  period 
of  five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of  January,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract  with  supplements  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICVLRAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  1). 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company,  under  Section  11,  Ar- 
ticle III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of 
The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  ap- 
proval of  a contract  between  said  Company  and 
the  City  of  Pittsburgh,  for  extending  tracks  of 
railroads  over  and  above  Sandusky  and  Anderson 
Streets,  erection  of  freight  station  over  and 
•above  Sandusky  and  North  Canal  Street,  chang- 
ing grades  of  said  streets,  providing  for  paying 
of  costs,  damages,  etc. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  4th  day  of  December,  1913, 
between  the  said  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  the  City  of  Pittsburgh,  for 
extending  tracks  of  railroads  over  and  above  Sandusky  and  Anderson  Streets, 
erection  of  freight  station  over  and  above  Sandusky  and  North  Canal  Streets, 
changing  grades  of  said  streets,  providing  for  payment  of  costs,  damages,  etc. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 

% 

ing  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hei-(>by,  on  the  8th  day  of  January,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


.AIUNICTPAL  ('ONTRAOT  DOCKET  NO.  10-11. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY 
and 

CITY  OF  PITTSBURGH. 

On  October  14th,  1913,  two  applications  were  filed  for  the  approval  of  contracts 
between  the  Penns5dvania  Railroad  Company  and  the  City  of  Pittsburgh,  granting 
to  the  City  the  right  to  construct  and  maintain  water  mains  along  the  right  of  way 
of  the  Company  on  certain  streets  of  the  City. 

These  applications  were  withdrawn  on  September  25th,  1914,  and  no  further 
action  was  therefore  required  by  the  Commission. 


No.  27. 


PUBLIC  SERVICU  COMMISSION. 
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MUNINICPAL  CONTIIACT  DOCKET  NO.  13  A. 


In  ilu‘  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Lehigh 
Valley  Transit  Company,  under  Section  11,  Arti- 
cle III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of 
The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  ap- 
proval of  a contract  berween  the  Borough  of  - 
South  Bethlehem  and  said  Company,  to  construct 
and  operate  a Diamond  Switch  on  Third  Street, 
said  liorough,  and  to  connect  and  operate  over 
the  tracks  of  the  Easton  Transit  Company,  etc.  j 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  the 
Borough  of  South  Bethlehem,  dated  the  10th  day  of  September,  1913,  accepted  by 
said  Company  on  the  27th  day  of  September,  1913,  and  supplemental  Ordinance 
attached,  dated  the  5th  day  of  November,  1913,  accepted  by  said  Company  the  11th 
day  of  November,  1913,  granting  the  right  and  permission  to  the  said  Lehigh  Val- 
ley Transit  Company  to  construct  and  operate  a Diamond  Switch  oii  Third  Street, 
and  to  connect  and  operate  over  the  tracks  of  the  .Easton  Transit  Company,  in 
said  Borough  of  South  Bethlehem. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of- November,  1913, 
approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  the  copies  of  said  Ordinance  and  sup- 
plemental Ordinance  and  acceptance,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTE  ACT  DOCKET  NO.  13  B. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Easton  Transit 
Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sec- 
tions 18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service 
Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a contract 
between  the  Borough  of  South  Bethlehem  and 
s-iid  Company,  authorizing  the  Easton  Transit 
Company  to  extend  its  tracks  over  certain  streets, 
connect  and  operate  over  the  tracks  of  Lehigh 
Valley  Transit  Company,  etc. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  by  the  Easton  Transit  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for 
the  approval  of  a certain  writt-en  contract,  ns  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  the 
Borough  of  South  Bethlehem,  dated  the  10th  day  of  September,  1913,  accepted  by 
said  Company  on  the  27th  day  of  September,  1913,  and  supplemental  Ordinance 
attached,  dated  the  5th  day  of  November,  1913.  accepted  by  said  Company  the 
11th  day  of  November,  1913,  granting  the  right  and  permission  to  the  Easton 
Transit  Company  to  extend  its  tracks  over  certain  streets  of  said  Borough  of  South 
Bethlehem,  and  to  connect  its  tracks  with  the  tracks  of  the  Lehigh  Valley  Transit 
Company,  and  to  operate  its  cars  over  the  tracks  of  the  said  Lehigh  Valley  Tranist 
Company,  etc. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  November,  1913, 
approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  the  copies  of  said  Ordinance  and  sup- 
plemental Ordinance  and  acceptance  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  14. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Penns.vlvania  ' 

Water  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 
and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Borough 
of  Turtle  Creek,  Allegheny  County,  Pennsylva- 
nia, for  furnishing  water  for  fire  protection  to 
the  aforesaid  Borough  for  a period  of  ten  years. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  by  the  Pennsylvania  Water  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  9th  day  of  October,  1913, 
with  supplements  thereto,  as  evidenced  by  a resolution  of  the  Borough  of  Turtle 
Creek,  dated  the  1st  day  of  December,  1913,  and  acceptance  of  said  resolution,  dated 
the  11th  day  of  December,  between  the  said  Pennsylvania  Water  Company  and 
the  Borough  of  Turtle  Creek,  Allegheny  County,  Pennsylvania,  for  furnishing 
water  for  fire  protection  to  the  aforesaid  Borough  for  a period  of  ten  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of  January,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract  with  supplements,  hereto  attached. 

( 


CERTIFICATE 
(-  OP 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  15. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Pennsylvania 
Water  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 
and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
l-!ervice  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
<-ontract  between  said  Company  and  the  Borough 
of  Turtle  Creek,  .\llegheny  County,  Pennsyl- 
vania, for  furnishing  water  for  washing  and 
sprinkling  the  streets  of  the  aforesaid  Borough 
for  a period  of  ten  years. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  by  the  Pennsylvania  Water  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  9th  day  of  October,  1913, 
with  supplements  thereto,  as  evidenced  by  resolution  of  the  Borough  of  Turtle 
Creek,  dated  the  1st  of  December,  1913,  and  acceptance  of  said  resolution,  dated 
the  11th  day  of  December.  1913,  between  the  said  Pennsylvania  Water  Company 
and  the  Borough  of  Turtle  Creek,  Allegheny  County,  Pennsylvania,  for  fur- 
nishing water  for  washing  and  sprinkling  the  streets  of  the  aforesaid  Borough  for 
a period  of  ten  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of  January,  1914. 
approves  the  said  contract  with  supplements,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


No.  27. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  IG. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Water  Company,  \mder  Section  11,  Article 
111,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The 
Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval 
of  a contract  between  said  Company  and  Bor- 
ough of  Pitcairn,  Allegheny  County,  Pennsyl- 
vania, for  furnishing  water  for  fire  protection 
for  the  aforesaid  Borough  for  a period  of  ten 
years . j 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pennsylvania  Water  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  9th  day  of  October,  1913, 
with  supplements  thereto,  as  evidenced  by  resolution  of  the  Borough  of  Pitcairn, 
dated  the  21st  day  of  November,  1913,  and  acceptance  of  said  resolution,  dated 
the  11th  day  of  December,  1913,  between  the  said  Pennsylvania  Water  Company  and 
the  Borough  of  Pitcairn,  for  furnishing  water  for  fire  protection  to  the  aforesaid 
Borough  for  a period  of  ten  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of  January,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract  with  supplements,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  18. 

SOUTHERN  HEAT,  LIGHT  AND  POWER 
COMPANY 
and 

TOWNSHIP  OF  CRESCENT. 

Application  was  filed  with  the  Commission  on  October  14th,  1913,  for  the  approval 
of  a contract  between  the  Southern  Heat,  Light  and  Power  Company  and  the 
Township  of  Crescent,  granting  to  the  Company  the  right  to  construct  and  operate 
poles,  wires,  etc.,  within  said  Township  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  light,  heat 
and  power. 

On  January  8th,  1914,  the  application  was  withdrawn  and  no  further  action  was 
therefore  required  by  the  Commission. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  19. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Duquesne  Light 
Company,  of  Allegheny  County,  Pennsylvania, 
under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18 
and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Com^- 
pany  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a contract  with 
the  Borough  of  West  View,  Allegheny  County, 

Pennsylvania,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said 
Borough  of  West  View,  Allegheny  County. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Duquesne  Light  Company,  of  Allegheny  County,  Penn- 
sylvania, by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract, 
dated  the  18th  day  of  August,  1913,  with  attached  resolution  of  the  Borough  of 


CERTIFICATE 
r OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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West  View,  dated  the  7th  day  of  November,  1913,  and  acceptance  thereof  by  the 
Duquesne  Light  Company,  dated  the  13th  day  of  November,  between  the  Duquesne 
Light  Company,  of  said  County  and  State,  and  the  Borough  of  West  View,  County 
and  State  aforesaid,  for  furnishing  electric  current  for  lighting  the  streets  of  said 
Borough,  for  a period  of  five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  November,  1913, 
approves  the  said  contract  as  evidenced  by  the  written  articles  of  agreement  and 
certified  copy  of  said  resolution  and  acceptance  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  ('ONTPvACT  DOCKET  AO.  20. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Harwood  Elec-^ 
trie  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  I 

Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  CERTIFICATE 

Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a V Ob' 

conuMCt  between  said  Company  and  the  Borough  I'UBLIC  CONVENIENCE, 
of  Freeland,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  said 
Borough.  ^ 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Harwood  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  4th  day  of  August,  1913,  and 
supplement  thereto  as  evidenced  by  a resolution  of  the  Borough  of  Freeland,  dated 
the  1st  day  of  December,  1913,  between  the  said  Harwood  Electric  Company  and 
the  Borough  of  Freeland,  Luzerne  County,  Pennsylvania,  for  lighting  the  streets 
of  said  Borough,  for  the  period  of  ten  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby  on  the  17th  day  of  December,  1913, 
approves  the  said  contract  with  supplement,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTEACT  DOCKET  NO.  22. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Blossburg 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  under  Sec-  . 
fion  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  of  I 
Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  [ 
for  approval  of  contract  with  the  Borough  of  j 
Blossburg,  Tioga  County,  Pennsylvania. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Blossburg  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  by  petition 
in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  29th  day  of 
October,  1913,  between  the  Borough  of  Blossburg,  Tioga  County,  Pennsylvania, 
and  the  Blossburg  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  of  said  Borough  and  State, 
and  an  addition  or  supplement  thereto,  dated  the  12th  day  of  November,  1913,  for 
the  furnishing  and  maintaining  of  electric  lighting  of  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough, 
for  the  term  of  ten  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary" for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  November,  1913, 
approved  the  said  contract  hereto  attached. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTKACT  DOCKET  NO.  23. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Harmony  Water 
Company  and  Borough  of  Ambridge,  Beaver 
Countj’,  Pennsylvania,  under  Section  11,  Article 
III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The 
PuDlic  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval 
of  a contract  between  said  Company  and  Bor- 
ough, for  the  sale  of  the  water  plant  of  the 
aforesaid  Company  to  the  aforesaid  Borough. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Harmony  Water  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Ambridge, 
Beaver  County,  Pennsylvania,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain 
written  contract,  dated  the  lUth  day  of  November,  1913,  and  supplement  thereto, 
dated  the  26th  day  of  November,  1913,  between  the  said  Harmony  M^ater  Company 
and  the  Borotigh  of  Ambridge,  for  the  sale  of  the  water  plant  of  the  aforesaid 
Company  to  the  aforesaid  Borough,  said  sale  evidenced  by  certified  copies  of  deed, 
dated  November  10th,  1913,  and  bill  of  sale,  dated  November  10th,  1913. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  December,  1913, 
approves  the  said  contract  as  evidenced  by  the  written  articles  of  agreement  and 
certified  copies  of  deed  and  bill  of  sale,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
^ OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTEACT  DOCKET  NO.  24. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Lycoming  Edi-'> 
sun  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and 
Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a y 
contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Borough 
of  South  Williamsport,  for  lighting  the  streets 
of  the  said  Borough. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Lycoming  Edison  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  11th  day  of  November,  1913,  and 
supplement  thereto  of  same  date,  between  the  said  Lycoming  Edison  Company  and 
the  Borough  of  South  ‘Williamsport,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  December,  1913, 
approves  the  said  contract  with  supplement,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTEACT  DOCKET  NO.  25. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Bethlehem  Elec-^ 
trie  Light  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article 
III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The 
Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  y 
of  a contract  between  said  Company  and  the 
Borough  of  Bethlehem,  for  lighting  the  streets 
of  the  said  Borough,  j 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Bethlehem  Electric  Light  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  25th  day  of  October,  1913, 
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and  supplcineut  thereto,  as  evidenced  by  a resolution  of  the  Rorough  of  Bethlehem, 
dated  the  8th  day  of  December,  1913,  with  acceptance  of  said  resolution  by  the 
Bethlehem  Electric  Light  Company,  dated  the  9th  day  of  December,  1913,  between 
the  said  Bethlehem  Electric  Light  Company  and  the  said  Borough  of  Bethlehem,  for 
lighting  the  streets  of  the  aforesaid  Borough  for  the  period  of  five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  December,  1913, 
approves  the  said  contract  with  supplemental  resolutions  and  acceptance,  hereto 
attached. 


xMUjSICII’AL  COATKxACT  docket  no.  2G. 


In  til'.'  matter  of  the  application  of  Du(iuesne  Lights 
Comp.'uiy,  under  iSection  11,  Article  HI,  and  I 
iSectiuns  IS  and  IP,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Comp.iny  Law,  for  approval  of  a con-  V 
tract  between  said  Comi)any  and  the  Borough  of 
Braddoek,  Allegheny  County,  Pennsylvania,  for 
lighting  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough.  ^ 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Duquesne  Light  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for 
the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  1st  day  of  November,  1913, 
and  supplement  thereto,  as  evidenced  by  a resolution  of  the  Borough  of  Braddoek, 
dated  the  6th  day  of  November,  1913,  with  acceptance  of  said  resolution  by  the 
Duquesne  Light  Company,  dated  the  13th  day  of  November,  1913,  between  the 
Duquesne  Light  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Braddoek,  Allegheny  County,  Penn- 
sylvania, for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  aforesaid  Borough,  for  a period  of  five 
years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  December,  1913, 
approves  the  contract  with  supplemental  resolution  and  acceptance,  hereto  at- 
tached . 


MUNICTPx\L  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  27. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Hanover  Light 
Heat  and  Power  Company  and  Borough  of  Lit- 
tlestown,  Adams  County,  Pennsylvania,  under 
Section  11,  iVrticle  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 
.\,rticle  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Com- 
pany and  Borough  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the 
aforesaid  Borough. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Hanover  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  and  the  Borough 
of  Littlestown,  Adams  County,  Pennsylvania,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  ap- 
proval of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  23rd  day  of  October,  1913,  and 
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supplement  thereto,  dated  the  11th  day  of  December,  1913,  between  the  said  Han- 
over Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Littlestown,  for  lighting 
the  streets  of  the  said  Borough  for  the  period  of  five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  December,  1913, 
approves  the  said  contract  with  supplement,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTKACT  DOCKET  NO.  L'8. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Philadel- 
phia Suburban  Gas  and  Electric  Company  and 
Ilorough  of  Pottstown,  IMontgomery  County, 

Pennsylvania,  under  Section  11,  Article  HI, 
iind  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  ('oinpany  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
conti'act  between  said  Company  and  Borough  for 
lighting  the  streets  of  the  aforesaid  Borough. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  and  Electric  Company  and  the 
Borough  of  Pottstown,  Montgomery  County,  Pennsylvania,  by  petition  in  writing  for 
the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  4th  daj'  of  December,  1913, 
between  the  said  Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  and  Electric  Company  and  the  Borough 
of  Pottstown  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough  for  the  period  of  five 
years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  tbe  8th  day  of  January,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

y OF 

I'UBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTPvACT  DOCKET  NO.  29. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Equitable  Gas  '' 
Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and 
Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a I 
contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Borough  | 
of  IMunhall,  Allegheny  County,  for  furnishing 
natural  gas  to  said  Borough  for  use  at  its  garbage 
plant,  in  MifHin  Township,  Allegheny  County. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Equitable  Gas  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  17th  day  of  December,  1913,  be- 
tween the  said  Equitable  Gas  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Munhall,  Allegheny 
County,  for  furnishing  natural  gas  to  said  bor.uigh  for  use  at  its  garbage  plant 
in  Mifflin  Township,  Allegheny  County. 

The  Commission  now.  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  neces.sary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of  .January,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  30. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company,  Cumberland  Valley 
Railroad  Company  and  the  City  of  Harrisburg, 

Dauphin  County,  Pennsylvania,  under  Section 
11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for 
the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Com- 
panies and  City  for  the  construction  of  subways 
at  Front  and  Mulberry  and  Second  and  Mulberry 
Streets,  Harrisburg;  payment  by  Companies  of 
said  construction,  damages  and  $25,000.00  in  cash 
to  City  of  Plarrisburg,  vacating  Meadow  Lane, 
llucher,  Cox  Streets,  and  parts  of  Third,  Mul- 
berry, Court,  River  and  Mary  Streets,  Harris- 
burg : permitting  said  streets  to  be  occupied  with 
freight  station,  railroad  tracks,  etc. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  Cumberland  Valley  Rail- 
road Company  and  the  City  of  Harrisburg,  Dauphin  County,  Pennsylvania,  by 
petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  29th 
day  of  November.  1913,  between  the  said  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  Cum- 
berland Valley  Railroad  Company  and  the  City  of  Harrisburg,  for  the  construction 
of  subways  at  Front  and  Mulberry  and  Second  and  Mulberry  Streets,  Harrisburg ; 
payment  by  companies  of  said  construction,  damages  and  $25,000.00  in  cash  to  City 
of  Harrisburg;  vacating  Meadow  Lane,  Bucher,  Cox  Streets,  and  parts  of  Third, 
Mulberry,  Court,  River  and  Mary  Streets,  Harrisburg;  permitting  said  streets 
to  be  occupied  with  freight  station,  railroad  tracks,  etc. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of  January,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  31. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Cumberland 
Valley  Railroad  Company  and  the  Supervisors 
of  Greene  Township,  Franklin  County,  Pennsyl- 
vania, under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sec- 
tions 18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service 
Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a contract  be- 
tween said  Company  and  Township  for  con- 
struction of  a bridge  and  subway  at  Long’s 
Crossing.  j 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Company  and  the  Township 
of  Greene,  Franklin  County,  Pennsylvania,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  ap- 
proval of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  6th  day  of  December,  1913,  be- 
tween the  said  Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Company  and  the  Township  of  Greene, 
for  the  construction  of  a bridge  and  subway  at  Long’s  Crossing. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  applic.ation  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public, and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of  January,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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MUNICIPAL  COA'TEACT  DOCKET  NO.  32. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Southern 
Heat,  Light  and  Power  Company,  under  Section 
il,  Article  III,  and  Sections  IS  and  19,  Article 
V,  of  The  Ptiblic  Service  Company  Law,  for 
the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Com- 
pany and  the  Borough  of  Crafton,  for  lighting 
the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  two 
years. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  by  the  Southern  Heat,  Light  and  Power  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  18th  day  of  De- 
cember, 1913,  between  the  said  Southern  Heat,  Light  and  Power  Company  and  the 
Borough  of  Crafton,  Allegheny  County,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for 
a period  of  two  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  thi.s  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  .Tanuary,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTEACT  DOCKET  NC 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Edison 
Electric  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 
and  Sections  IS  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public- 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
cciiitract  between  said  Company  and  the  Borough 
of  Mount  Joy,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the 
Borough  for  a period  of  two  years,  with  privi- 
lege to  the  Borough  of  eight  years  extension. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  by  the  Edison  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  5th  day  of  November,  1913,  be- 
tween the  said  Edison  Electric  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Mount  Joy,  for  the 
lighting  of  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  two  years,  with  the  privUege 
to  the  Borough  of  eight  years  extension. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  January,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTEACT  DOCKET  NO.  36-A. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company  and  the  County  of 
Allegheny,  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and 
Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Company  and  said  County 
for  relocation  of  a portion  of  a public  road  or 
street  extending  from  the  Duquesne  and  McKees- 
port bridge  in  the  Borough  of  Duquesne  to  a 
point  about  100  feet  westwardly  from  the  easterly 
borough  line  of  the  Borough  of  Dravosburg. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  the  County  of  Alle- 
gheny, by  petition  in  writing  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated 
the  23rd  day  of  September,  1913,  between  the  said  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany and  the  County  of  Allegheny,  for  the  relocation  of  a public  road  or  street 
extending  from  the  Duquesne  and  McKeesport  bridge  in  the  Borough  of  Duquesne 
to  a point  about  400  feet  westwardly  from  the  easterly  borough  line  of  the  Borough 
of  Dravosburg. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  21st  day  of  Jan- 
uary, 1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
^ OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE 


MUNICIPAL  CONTEACT  DOCKET  NO.  36-B. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company  and  the  County  of 
Allegheny  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and 
Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
supplemental  contract  between  said  Company  and 
the  said  County  for  relocation  of  a portion  of  a 
public  road  and  abolition  of  grade  crossings  there- 
on extending  from  the  Diuiuesne  and  McKees- 
port bridge,  in  the  Borough  'of  Duquesne,  to  a 
point  about  400  feet  westwardly  from  the  easterly 
borough  line  of  the  Borough  of  Dravosburg. 

Application  being  made  to  the  Public  Servi 
monwealth  of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and 
County  of  Allegheny,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  13th  day  of  May,  1914, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  supplemental  contract,  dated  the  12th  day  of  May, 
1914,  between  the  said  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  the  County  of  Alle- 
gheny, for  relocation  of  a portion  of  a public  road  and  abolition  of  grade  cross- 
ings thereon,  extending  from  the  Duquesne  and  McKeesport  bridge,  in  the  Bor- 
ough of  Duquesne,  to  a point  about  400  feet  westwardiy  from  the  easterly  borough 
line  of  the  Borough  of  Dravosburg. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  conve- 
nience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  21st  day  of  May, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  and  authorizes  the  abolition  of  the  grade  crossings 
and  the  relocation  of  the  road,  in  conformity  with  the  plans  and  specifications 
hereto  attached . 
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>-  OF 
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;e  Commission  of  the  Com- 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTEACT  DOCKET  NO.  37. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Union- 
town  Water  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article 
III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The 
Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval 
of  a contract  between  said  Company  and  the 
Borough  of  Uniontown,  for  furnishing  water  for 
fire  protection,  street  lighting  and  sewer  flush- 
ing to  the  Borough,  fixing  rates  for  public 
buildings  oind  private  consumers  for  a period  of 
three  years. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Uniontown  Water  Company,  by  petition  in  writing  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  31st  day  of  December,  1913, 
between  the  said  Uniontown  Water  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Uniontown  for 
furnishing  water  for  fire  protection,  street  lighting  and  sewer  flushing  to  the  Bor- 
ough, fixing  rates  for  public  buildings  and  private  consumers  for  a period  of  three 
years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience, or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of 
February,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  38. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Philadel-'' 
phia  Electric  Company,  under  Section  11,  Arti- 
cle III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of 
The  Public  Service  Company  I.aw,  for  the  ap-  y 
proval  of  a contract  between  said  Company  and 
the  City  of  Philadelphia,  for  lighting  the  streets, 
avenues,  etc.,  of  the  City  during  the  year  1914. J 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Philadelphia  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  31st  day  of  December, 
1913,  between  the  said  Philadelphia  Electric  Company  and  the  City  of  Philadelphia, 
for  lighting  the  streets,  avenues,  etc.,  of  the  city  during  the  year  1914. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  30. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Philadel- 
phia Electric  Company,  under  Section  11,  Arti- 
cle III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of 
The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  ap- 
prov.al  of  a contract  between  said  Company  and 
the  City  of  Philadelphia,  for  lighting  the  parks 
and  play  grounds  of  the  City  during  the  year 
1914,  as  required  by  the  Board  of  Recreation. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Philadelphia  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for 
the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  31st  day  of  December,  1913, 
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between  the  said  The  Philadelphia  Electric  Company  and  the  City  of  Philadelphia, 
for  lighting  the  parks  and  play  grounds  of  the  city  during  the  year  1914,  as  re- 
quired by  the  Board  of  Recreation. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MCTNIGIFAL  COA'TKACT  'DOCKET  KO.  40. 

In  the  matter  .if  the  application  of  The  Philadel- 
phia Electrii;  Company,  under  Section  11,  Arti- 
cle III,  and  Sections  18  nucl  19,  Article  V,  of 
The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  ap- 
prov.al  of  a contract  between  said  Company  and 
the  City  of  Philadelphia,  by  its  agents,  the 
( 'ommissiouei's  of  Fairmount  Park,  for  lighting 
Fairmouiit  anil  Hunting  Parks  in  said  City. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Philadelphia  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in  writing  for 
the  appi’oval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  30th  day  of  September,  1913, 
between  the  said  The  Philadelphia  Electric  Company  and  the  City  of  Philadelphia, 
by  its  agents,  the  Commissioners  of  Fairmount  Park,  for  lighting  Fairmount  and 
Hunting  Parks  in  said  city. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of 
February,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  41. 


Ill  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Bucks 
County  Interurban  Railway  Company,  under 
Sections  1.8  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  fur  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Bor- 
ough of  New  Hope  for  constructing  and  operating 
an  e.xtension  of  the  tracks  of  the  said  Railway 
('oinpiny  on  alain  Street  in  the  said  Borough. 


> 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Penns.vlvania  by  the  Bucks  County  Interurban  Railway  Company,  by  petition 
in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  Borough 
of  New  Hope  and  said  company,  as  evidenced  by  an  ordinance  of  said  Borough, 
approved  the  3rd  day  of  December,  1913.  with  acceptance  thereof  by  the  said  Rail- 
way Company,  dated  the  19th  day  of  December,  1913,  and  supplemental  resolu- 
tion of  said  Borough,  dated  the  14th  day  of  January,  1914,  with  acceptance  thereof 
dated  the  15th  day  of  .January,  1914,  for  constructing  and  operating  an  extension 
of  the  tracks  of  the  said  Railway  Company  on  Main  Street  in  the  said  Bor- 
ough . 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  l?th  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  ordinances  and  acceptances 
hereto  attached , 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTKACT  DOCKET  NO.  42. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Conewago 
Gas  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and 
Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Bor- 
ough of  Spring  Grove,  granting  the  right  and 
privilege  to  the  said  Company  to  construct  and 
operate  gas  works  in  the  said  Borough,  occupy- 
ing the  streets  and  highways  of  the  said  Bor- 
ough for  this  purpose. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Conewago  Gas  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  Borough  of  Spring  Grove  and 
said  Company,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  the  said  Borough,  enacted  the 
3rd  day  of  November,  1913,  and  supplemental  resolution  of  said  Borough,  passed 
the  2nd  day  of  February,  1914,  with  acceptance  of  said  Ordinance  and  Resolution 
by  said  Company  dated  the  20th  day  of  January,  1914,  granting  the  right  and 
privilege  to  the  said  Company  to  construct  and  operate  gas  works  in  the  said 
Borough,  occupying  the  streets  and  highways  of  the  said  Borough  for  this  pur- 
pose. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  Ordinance,  certified  copy 
of  supplemental  resolution  and  acceptance  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  43. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  American 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 
Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  approval  of  a contract  between  said 
Company  and  the  Borough  of  Catasauqua  grant- 
iug  the  right  and  privilege  to  the  said  Company 
to  construct  and  operate  poles,  wires,  etc.,  on 
the  streets  and  highways  of  the  said  Borough 
for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  light,  heat  and 
power  to  the  public  in  the  said  Borough. 


'V 


> 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  American  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  by  peittion 
in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  Borough 
of  Catasauqua  and  said  Company,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  said  Borough, 
dated  the  29th  day  of  December,  1913,  with  acceptance  thereof  by  the  said  Com- 
pany dated  the  31st  day  of  December,  1913,  granting  the  right  and  privilege  to  the 
said  Company  to  construct  and  operate  poles,  wires,  etc.,  on  the  streets  and 
highways  of  the  said  Borough  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  light,  heat  and  power 
to  the  public  in  the  said  Borough. 
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The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of 
February,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  certified  copy  of 
Ordinance  and  acceptance  thereof  attached  hereto. 


MUNICirAL  (lONTHAOT  DOCKET  KO.  44. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Bethlehem 
Electric  Light  Company,  under  Section  11, 

Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
nf  Tlie  Public  S('rviee  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
.and  the _ Counties  of  Northampton  and  Lehigh 
for  lighting  Broad  Street  bridge — a joint  County 
bridge— in  the  Borough  of  Bethlehem. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Bethlehem  Electric  Light  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  5th  day  of  January,  1914, 
between  the  said  Bethlehem  Electric  Light  Company  and  the  Counties  of  Northamp- 
ton and  Lehigh  for  lighting  Broad  Street  bridge — a joint  County  bridge — in  the 
.Borough  of  Bethlehem. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  45. 

In  the  matter  of  tlie  application  of  the  Western, 

New  York  and  Pennsylvania  Railway  Company, 
under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18 
■•ind  19.  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Com- 
jiany  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a contract  be- 
tween said  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Spar- 
tan.s))uig  for  changing  the  grade  and  lowering 
the  traclcs  of  the  said  Company  on  Main  Street 
in  the  said  Borough. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  T\''estern  New  York  and  Pennsylvania  R.ailways  Company, 
by  petition  in  writing  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the 
3rd  day  of  December,  1913,  between  the  said  Western  New  York  and  Pennsylvania 
Railway  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Spartansburg  for  changing  the  grade  and 
lowering  the  tracks  of  the  said  Company  on  Main  Street  in  the  said  Borough  from 
Mechanic  Street  to  the  west  abutment  of  the  bridge  over  Oil  Creek  in  said 
Borough. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of 
February,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

y OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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MUNICIPAL  (’ONTKACT  DOCKET  NO.  40. 

In  tho  matter  of  the  applicatiiu  of  The  Bell 
Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  under 
Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 

Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
lor  the  apprtjval  of  a contract  between  said  Com- 
pany and  the  Borough  of  Mount  Wolf  grant- 
ing the  right  and  privilege  to  said  Company  to 
construct  .and  operate  poles,  wires,  conduits, 
cables,  etc.,  on,  in,  under  aud  through  the 
streets  and  alleys  within  the  limits  of  the  said 
Borough . 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  by  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  Borough  of 
Mount  Wolf  and  said  Company,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  said  Borough, 
enacted  the  14th  day  of  November,  1913,  with  acceptance  thereof  dated  the  21st  day 
of  November,  1913,  together  with  supplemental  resolution  of  said  borough  passed 
the  3rd  day  of  February,  1914,  aud  acceptance  thereof  dated  the  16th  day  of  Feb- 
ruary , 1914,  granting  the  right  aud  privilege  to  said  Company  to  construct  and 
operate  poles,  wires,  conduits,  cables,  etc.,  on,  in,  under  and  through  the  streets 
and  alleys  within  the  limits  of  the  said  Borough. 

The  Comnrissioir  now,  after  iirvestigation  arrd  hearing,  determirres  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  trecessary  for  the  service,  accomrrrodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  aud  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18rh  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  certified  copies  of  Ordi- 
nance, Supplemental  Resolution  aud  Acceptarne  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

y OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  47. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Bell 
Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  under 
Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 

Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Com- 
pany and  the  Borough  of  Kingston,  granting 
the  right  aud  privilege  to  said  Company  to  con- 
struct and  operate  conduits,  cables,  etc.,  on, 
under  and  across  certain  streets,  alleys  and 
highways  within  the  limits  of  the  said  Borough, 
and  providing  for  certain  free  telephone  service. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  Borough  of 
Kingston  and  said  Company,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  said  Borough,  enacted 
the  12th  day  of  September,  1913,  with  acceptance  thereof  by  said  Company  dated 
the  22nd  day  of  October,  1913,  and  agreement  dated  the  12th  day  of  September, 
1913,  together  with  supplemental  resolution  of  said  Borough  passed  the  4th  day  of 
February,  1914,  and  acceptance  thereof  dated  the  9th  day  of  February,  1914,  grant- 
ing to  the  said  Company  the  right  and  privilege  to  construct  and  operate  conduits, 
cables,  etc.,  on,  in,  under  and  across  certain  streets  and  alleys  within  the  limits 
of  the  said  Borough,  and  providing  for  certain  free  telephone  service. 
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The  Commission  now,  ni'ter  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  iSth  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  certified  copies  of  ordi- 
nance, agreement,  supplemental  resolution  and  acceptances  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  KO.  48. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Bell 
Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  under 
Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 

Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Com- 
pany and  the  Borough  of  Dover,  granting  the 
right  and  privilege  to  said  Company  to  construct 
.and  o])erate  poles,  wires,  conduits,  cables,  etc., 
on,  in,  under  and  through  the  streets  and 
alleys  within  the  limits  of  the  said  Borough. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  by  petition  in 
writing  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  Borough  of 
Dover  and  said  Company,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  said  Borough,  enacted 
the  3rd  day  of  November,  1913,  with  acceptance  thereof  dated  the  13th  day  of  Nov- 
ember, 1913,  together  with  supplemental  resolution  of  said  Borough  passed  the  2nd 
day  of  February,  1914,  and  acceptance  thereof  dated  the  6th  of  February,  1914, 
granting  the  right  and  privilege  to  said  Company  to  construct  and  operate  poles, 
wires,  conduits,  cables,  etc.,  on,  in,  under  and  through  the  streets  and  alley.s 
within  the  limits  of  the  said  Borough. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of 
February,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  certified  copies  of  Ordi- 
nance, supplemental,  resolution  and  acceptances  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  COKIMLICT  DOCKET  KO.  49. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Bell 
Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  under 
Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 

Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Com- 
pany and  the  Borough  of  New  Cumberland, 
granting  the  right  and  privilege  to  said  Com- 
pany to  construct  and  operate  poles,  wires,  con- 
duits, cable.s,  etc.,  on,  in,  under  and  through 
the  streets  and  alleys  within  the  limits  of  the 
said  Ilorough,  and  providing  for  certain  free 
telephone  service. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  by  petition  in 
in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  Borough 
of  New  Cumberland  and  said  Company,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  said 
Borough,  enacted  the  20th  day  of  October,  1913,  and  acceptance  thereof  dated 
the  3rd  day  of  November,  1913,  and  agreement  dated  the  20th  day  of  October,  1913, 
together  with  supplemental  resolution  of  said  Borough,  passed  the  2nd  day  of 
February,  1914,  and  acceptance  thereof  dated  the  6th  day  of  February,  1914,  grant- 
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ing  the  right  and  privilege  to  said  Company  to  eoiKstruct  and  operali  poles,  wires, 
conduits,  cables,  etc.,  on,  in,  under  and  through  the  streets  and  alleys  within 
the  limits  of  the  said  borough,  and  providing  for  certain  free  telephone  service. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  The  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  ISth  day  of  Feb- 
luary,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  certified  copies  of  ordi- 
nance, agreement,  supplemental  resolution  and  acceptance,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  50. 

In  tlie-  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Irwin 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  under 
Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 

Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  approval  of  a contract  between  said 
('ompaiiy  and  the  Borough  of  Irwin,  for  lighting 
the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five 
years . 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Irwin  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  8th  day  of  De- 
cember, 1913,  between  the  said  Irwin  Electric  laght  and  Power  Company,  and 
the  Borough  of  Irwin,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough  for  a period  of 
five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  rhe  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  March, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE . 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  51. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Harris-  ' 
burg,  Portsmouth,  !Mt.  .Toy  and  Lancaster 
Railroad  Company  and  the  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
road Company,  lessee  of  said  Company,  and  the 
Fity  of  Harri-sburg,  under  Section  11,  Article 
III,  and  Sections  IS  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  1 
Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval 
of  a contract  between  said  Companies  and  said 
City,  granting  to  the  said  City  the  right  to 
('onstruct  a sewer  under  the  right  of  way, 
property  and  tracks  of  the  said  railroad  com- 
panirs,  along  Cedar  Street  in  said  City. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Harrisburg,  Portsmouth,  Mt.  Joy  and  Lancaster  Railroad 
Company,  and  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  lessee  of  said  Company,  and 
the  City  of  Harrisburg,  by  petition  in  writing  for  the  approval  of  a ceitain  wultten 
contract,  dated  the  1st  day  of  December,  1913,  between  the  said  Companies  and 
the  said  City,  granting  to  the  City  the  right  to  construct  a sewer  under  the  right 
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of  way,  property  and  tracks  of  the  said  Railroad  Companies  alony  Cedar  Street, 
between  Cameron  Street  and  the  low  water  mark  of  the  Susquehanna  River  in 
said  City. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  brd  day  of  March, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MU^vICJPAL  CONTKACT  I)€>CKET  NO.  52. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  United 
Electric  Comijany,  under  Section  II,  Article 
III.  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The 
Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval 
of  a contract  between  said  Company  and  the 
Supervisors  of  Lower  Allen  Township,  Cumber- 
land County,  for  lighting  the  streets  and  high- 
ways of  the  village  of  Elkwood  in  said  Town- 
s.iiii,  for  a period  of  one  year. 

Appiicaticn  being  made  tf)  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  CommonweaPh 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  United  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in  writing  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  28th  day  of  January,  1914, 
between  the  said  United  Electric  Company  and  the  Supervisors  of  Lower  Allen 
Township,  for  lighting  the  streets  and  highways  of  the  village  of  Elkwood  in 
said  Township  for  a period  of  one  year,  and  granting  to  the  said  Company  the 
right  to  erect  and  maintain  poles  and  wires  on  the  highways  in  said  Township 
for  the  aforesaid  purpose  of  street  lighting. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  March, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTPACT  DOCKET  NO.  53. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  ol  the  Hanover 
Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 

Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  approval  of  a contract  between  said 
Company  and  the  Borough  of  McSherrystown, 
for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough  for 
a period  of  five  years. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Hanover  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  29th  day  of  De- 
cember, 1913,  and  supplemental  agreement,  dated  the  9th  day  of  January,  1914, 
between  the  said  Hanover  I>ight,  Heat  and  Power  Company  and  the  Borough  of 
McSherrystown,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  March,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  and  supplemental  agreement,  hereto  attached. 
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MUNICII^AL  CONTKACT  DOCKET  NO.  54. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Equitable 
Cas  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 
and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a con- 
tract between  said  Company  and  the  City  of 
Pittsburgh,  for  furnishing  g;as  to  the  said  City 
for  use  at  Lincoln  Pumping  Station,  for  a period 
of  four  months. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Equitable  Gas  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  16th  day  of  January,  1914,  be- 
tween the  said  Equitable  Gas  Company  and  the  City  of  Pittsburgh,  for  furnishing 
gas  to  the  City  for  use  at  Lincoln  Pumping  Station,  for  a period  of  four  months. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  March,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  55. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Equitable 
Gas  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 
and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Company  and  the  City  of 
Pittsburgh,  for  furnishing  gas  to  the  City  for 
use  at  Garfield  Pumping  Station  for  a period  of 
four  months. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Equitable  Gas  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  16th  day  of  January,  1914,  be- 
tween the  said  Equitable  Gas  Company  and  the  City  of  Pittsburgh,  for  furnishing 
gas  to  the  City  for  use  at  Garfield  Pumping  Station,  for  a period  of  four  months. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing oLthis  application  is  necessary  for  the  servici',  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  liereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  March,  1914,  ap- 
proves tlie  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MI^NIfTPAL  OONTRAUT  DOCKET  NO.  5G. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Equitable 
Gas  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III. 

.and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law.  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Company  and  the  City  of 
Pittsburgh,  for  furnishing  gas  to  the  City  for 
use  at  iMission  Street  Pumping  Station,  for  a 
period  of  four  months. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Equitable  Gas  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  16th  day  of  January,  1914,  be- 
tween the  said  Equitable  Gas  Company  and  the  City  of  Pittsburgh,  for  furnishing 
gas  to  the  City  for  use  at  Mission  Street  Pumping  Station  for  a period  of  four 
months. 
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The  Cummiysioii  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  March,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTIIACT  DOCKET  NO.  57. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Equitable 
Gas  Company  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 
and  Sections  IS  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Company  and  the  City  of 
Pittsburgh,  for  furnishing  gas  to  the  City  for 
use  at  North  Side  City  Home,  for  a period  of 
four  months. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Equitable  Gas  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  16th  day  of  January,  1914,  be- 
tween the  said  Equitable  Gas  Company  and  the  City  of  Pittsburgh,  for  furnishing 
gas  to  the  City  for  use  at  North  Side  City  Home,  for  a period  of  four  months. 

The  Cominission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  March,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  ONTKACT  DOCKET  NO.  58. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Central 
District  Telephone  Company,  under  Section  11, 
Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
og  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company  and  - 
the  Borough  of  Greenville,  granting  the  right 
to  construct  and  operate  conduits,  cables,  et 
cetera,  on,  in,  under  and  through  certain  streets 
and  alleys  in  the  Borough.  J 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Central  District  Telephone  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance 
of  the  Borough  of  Greenville,  en.acted  the  4th  day  of  November,  1913,  with  letter 
of  acceptance  by  said  Telephone  Company,  dated  the  22nd  day  of  November,  1913, 
and  supplemental  resolution  of  the  said  Borough,  dated  the  20th  day  of  January, 
1914,  with  acceptance  of  same  by  said  Telephone  Company,  dated  the  29th  day  of 
January,  1914,  granting  to  the  said  Company  the  right  to  construct  and  operate 
conduits,  cables,  et  cetera,  on,  in,  under  and  through  certain  streets  and  alleys 
in  the  said  Borou.gh . 

The  Commis.sion  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  March,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract  as  evidenced  by  Ordinance,  supplemental  resolution,  and 
letters  of  acceptance,  hereto  attached. 


No.  27. 
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MUA’ICIPAL  COATKACT  DOCKET  KO.  59. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Philadelphia 
Suburban  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  under 
Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 

Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Com- 
pany and  the  Township  of  Springfield,  Mont- 
gomery County,  granting  the  right  to  said  Com- 
pany to  construct  and  operate  poles,  wires, 
cables,  etc.,  on  the  highways  of  said  Township, 
for  che  purpose  of  supplying  light,  heat  and 
power . 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Philadelphia  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract  between  the  Philadelphia 
Suburban  Gas  and  Electric  Company  and  the  Township  of  Springfield,  iMoutgomery 
County,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  said  Township,  enacted  the  4th  day  of 
February,  1914,  with  acceptance  thereof  by  said  Company,  dated  the  fifth  day  of 
February,  1914,  granting  the  right  to  said  Company  to  construct  and  operate  poles, 
wires,  cables,  etc.,  on  the  highways  of  said  Township,  for  the  purpose  of  supply- 
ing light,  heat  and  power. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  March,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  Ordinance  and  acceptance,  hereto  at- 
tached . 


CERTIFICA'TE 
^ ■ OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUKICIPAL  OONTEACT  DOCKET  KO.  60. 

HARMONY  ELECTRIC  COMPANY  V In  re  approval  of  contract  between 
AND  L the  Harmony  Electric  Company 

BOROUGH  OF  ELLWOOD  CITY.  J and  the  Borough  of  Ellwood  City. 

OPINION. 

Commissioner  Brecht: 

In  re  application  for  approval  of  contract  between  the  Harmony  Electric 
Company  and  the  Borough  of  Ellwood  City,  the  record  shows  that  on 
.Tanuary  31st,  1911,  an  application  w.as  filed  with  The  Public  Service 
Commission  by  the  Hannouy  Electric  Company,  whose  office  is  U>catod 
at  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania,  for  the  approval  of  a contract  made  with 
the  Borough  of  Ellwood  City,  in  T.awrence  County,  Pennsylvania, 
to  supply  the  aforesaid  Borough  with  electric  current.  The  contract 
submitted  for  approval  was  enter-d  into  by  tlie  I’espective  parties  to 
it  for  a period  of  ten  years  on  the  3rd  day  of  .Tanuary,  1914,  under  an 
ordinance  approved  by  the  Borough  Council  on  the  last  dav  of  December, 

1913. 

The  petition  of  the  Company  sets  forth  that  the  Harmony  Electric 
Company  was  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  Pennsylvania  “for  and 
carrying  on  the  l)usiness  of  supplying  light,  b.eat  and  power  by  means 
of  electricity,  to  the  public,’’  that  by  virtue  of  an  ordinance  of  the  Bor- 
ough of  Ellwood  City,  “the  contract  set  forth  in  said  ordinance  has  been 
duly  entered  into  between  the  parties that  the  said  Borough  can  ob- 
tain its  “necessai'y  electric  current  more  economically  than  itself  can 
manufacture  the  same.” 

A protest  was  filed  in  due  course  by  the  Pennsylvania  Power  Company, 
located  and  operating  in  the  Borough  of  Ellwood  City,  against  the 
approval  of  the  contract  of  the  petitlonc’  by  this  Commission.  It  is 
alleged  in  the  protest  that  the  application  should  be  refused  on  the  ground 
that  the  Harmony  Electric  Company  has  no  facilities  nor  equipment  of 
its  own  to  supply  current;  that  it  has  not  sufficient  capital  to  make 
adequate  provision  tf>  supply  current  to  the  various  communities  it  has 
\indertaken  to  furnish  under  its  charter ; that  in  the  judgment  of  tlie 
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representativo  business  men  of  the  Borough  aforesaid  the  contract  should 
be  disapproved ; that  the  bids  submitted  by  the  Pennsylvania  Power 
Company  were  a better  offer,  from  the  standpoint  of  the  Borough’s  inter- 
ests, than  the  bid  of  the  petitioner:  that  the  protestant  company  has 
facilities  to  furnish  current  far  superior  to  those  at  the  command  of 
the  applicant,  and  that  the  said  company  “has  been  serving  the  com- 
munity of  Ellwood  City  with  singulai’  efficiency  for  years.” 

At  the  hearing  hold  in  this  proceeding  the  attention  of  the  Commission 
was  called  to  the  following  facts  respecting  the  status  of  the  petitioner: 
The  Harmony  Electric  Company  was  organized  on  December  31st,  1913, 
by  the  consolidation  of  twenty-six  (26)  small  electric  companies,  with 
a capital  in  the  aggregate  of  8130,000.00:  a few  days  later,  in  January 
following,  the  mergei-  or  consolidated  company  was  re-organized  and 
the  capital  stock  reduced  to  $2.5,000.00.  the  total  amount  of  stock  now 
authorized  t)y  the  aforesaid  Harmony  Electric  Company. 

On  the  same  day  the  merger  was  completed,  the  Harmony  Electric 
Company  leased  the  power  pdant  of  the  Pittsl)urgh,  Harmony,  Butler  and 
New  Castle  Railway  Company  from  that  corporation  at  an  annual  rental 
of  $18,000.00.  This  power  plant  is  located,  as  was  testified,  about  nine 
miles  from  Ellwood  City,  and  heretofore  was  used  and  will  continue  to 
be  used  under  the  present  arrangi'ment  to  supply  the  Railway  Company 
with  power,  to  operate  its  line  of  cars.  Under  the  terms  of  the  lease 
the  Electric  Company  must  not  only  siipply  the  Railway  Company  with 
power,  but  it  is  required  to  keep  up  all  necessary  repairs  and  improve- 
ments of  the  plant  in  question. 

'restimony  was  offered  to  show  that  the  power  plant  leased  had  sufficient 
generating  capacity  to  supply  current  to  all  the  communities  the  Light 
Company  expects  to  serve  and  sufficient  power  to  operate  the  lines  of 
the  Railway  Company.  It  was  also  stated,  and  the  fact  not  controverted, 
that  since  the  lease  went  into  effect  there  has  been  no  construction  of 
additional  transmission  lines  in  conection  with  the  plant,  nor  have  any 
changes  or  improvements  l)een  made  in  the  power  plant  itself  whereby 
the  distribution  of  current  to  Ellwood  City  might  be  more  easily  effected 
and  maintained. 

-\ccording  to  evidence  submitted  at  the  hearing,  the  Respondent  to 
this  proceeding,  the  Pennsylvania  Power  Company,  started  operations  in 
Ellwood  City  about  twelve  years  ago,  and  has  supplied  that  munici- 
pality with  electric  current  ever  since.  The  Company  has  a capital 
stock  of  $400,000  00,  and  owns  a plant  equipment  in  the  Borough  repre- 
senting an  investment  of  approximately  $3.50,000.00.  The  power  plant 
operated  by  it  consists  of  two  .500  kilowatt  steam  turbines  and  two  625 
kilowatt  water  turbines  which  are  about  being  supplemented  by  connec- 
tions with  an  outside  power  plant  of  30,000  kilowatt  capacity,  whereby  a 
supply  of  current  can  be  obtained  in  case  of  emergency  or  accident.  The 
light  and  service  furnished  to  the  Borough,  it  appears,  were  adequate 
and  satisfactory.  t>n  January -7th,  1914,  the  contract,  under  which 
the  Pennsylvania  Power  Pompany  suppli."d  the  Borough  of  Ellwood 
City  with  electric  current,  expired. 

bin  the  22nd  of  September.  1913.  the  Secretary  of  the  Borough  Council 
wrote  to  the  Pennsylvania  Power  Company  and  to  the  Ellwood  Electric 
Company,  subsequently  merged  by  letters  patent  into  the  Harmony 
Electric  Company,  stating  that  he  was  “authorized  to  receive  bids  for 
furnishing  the  Borough  with  electric  curi'ent , for  a five  year  contract, 
and  a ten  year  contract,  in  accordance  with  enclosed  ordinance.” 

When  the  bids  received  were  opened  on  October  7th,  1913,  it  was 
found  that  the  bid  of  the  Ellwood  Electric  Company,  later  Harmony 
Electric  Company,  was  a flat  rate  of  1.5  cents  per  kilowatt  hour,  that  of 
the  Pennsylvania  Power  Company  a flexible  rate  of  2.2  cents  ner  kilowatt 
hour  based  upon  a sliding  scale  so  ad.iusted  that  the  Respondent  con- 
tends that  in  a ten  year  contract  under  conditions  as  they  exist  at 
Ellwood  City  the  proposed  bid  would  produce  an  average  rate  of  1.27 
cents  per  kilowatt  hour. 

The  Committee,  believing  that  the  offer  of  the  Ellwood  Company  was 
the  lower  bid,  accordingly  recommended  tliat  the  contract  be  awarded 
to  that  Company.  When  the  Respondent  Company  learned  that  its  bid 
was  rejected,  it  was  led  to  believe  that  the  bid  was  not  understood,  and 
sometime  in  December  following,  it  presented  a supplemental  or  alterna- 
tive bid  providing  for  a flat  rate  of  1.7  cents  for  a period  of  one  year, 
or  a flat  rate  of  1.5  cents  for  five  years  with  the  privilege  extended  to 
(ho  Borough  of  renewing  the  rate  at  the  expiration  of  the  first  five  year 
period  fo7'  fiT^e  years  longer.  It  also  permitted  the  sliding  bid  submitted 
at  the  fivst  instance  in  October  to  stand.  It  further  offered  at  the  ex- 
piration of  its  contract  in  .lanuary,  1914,  to  furnish  current  at  one  and 
one-half  cents  per  kilowatt  hour,  which  it  has  been  doing  since  that 
time,  .and  will  continue  to  furnish  current  at  the  aforesaid  rate  until 
it  shall  receive  notice  from  the  Borough  Council  to  discontinue  such 
service. 


No.  27. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO>rMISSION. 


285 


On  the  31st  day  of  December,  1913,  an  ordinance  was  approved  giving 
the  Ellwood  Electric  Company  the  right  to  furnish  electric  current 
to  the  Borough  of  Ellwood  City.  A few  days  later,  on  tho  2nd  day 
of  January,  1914,  a “contract  for  electric  service  was  made  and  entered 
into  between  Ellwood  City  and  the  Ellwood  Electric  Company,  \vhich 
contract  was  assumed  on  that  same  day  by  the  Harmony  Electric  Com- 
pany by  which  the  contracting  company  agreed  to  furnish  electric  cur- 
rent at  the  flat  rate  of  1.5  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  tor  a period  of  ten 
years  beginning  January  7th,  1914, 

A clause,  known  as  Section  7,  was  written  into  the  ordinance  to  pro- 
tect the  Borough  in  case  of  any  failure  on  the  part  of  the  Light  Company 
to  furnish  current  of  the  quality  and  character  and  in  the  amount  re- 
quired by  the  agreement.  This  particular  clause  was  not  satisfactory 
to  many  of  the  citizens  because  it  was  believed  that  it  did  not  adequately 
protect  the  Borough  and  insure  continuous  service.  Therefore,  when 
the  new  Council  went  into  office  in  January,  1914,  a new  ordinance  was 
passed  repealing  the  ordinance  of  the  preceding  December  under  which 
the  contract  was  awarded.  The  Burgess,  however,  vetoed  the  re- 
pealing ordinance  and  was  sustained  in  his  veto.  Thereupon  Council 
passed  a resolution,  by  a vote  of  5 to  4,  requesting  this  Commission  to  dis- 
apxjrove  the  contract  which  the  Borough  had  made  with  the  Harmony 
Electric  Company. 

This  action  of  Council  was  supplemented  by  a petition  signed  by  sixty 
of  the  most  prominent  busines.s  men  of  the  community,  which  was  for- 
warded to  the  Commision,  joining  in  the  request  from  Council  for  the 
disapproval  of  the  contract. 

In  this  proceeding  the  size  of  the  municipality,  the  attitude  of  the  com- 
munity with  respect  to  the  proposed  service,  the  relative  merits  of  the 
bids  first  submitted,  and  the  general  principle  of  competition  under  con- 
ditions such  as  exist  at  Ellwood  City , should  be  given  due  weight  and 
consideration  in  reaching  a conclusion. 

Ellwood  City  is  a small  municipality  of  about  4, .500  people  and  shows 
during  the  past  decade  the  ratio  of  increase  in  population  that  is  usually 
found  in  communities  of  that  size.  There  is  no  present  indication  of 
any  special  development  in  its  industrial  life  nor  any  other  special 
inducement  that  would  warrant  several  public  service  companies  to 
enter  this  particular  field  and  engage  in  the  business  of  supplying  electric 
current. 

For  a period  extending  over  twelve  years  the  electric  current  of  Ell- 
wood City  has  been  furnished  by  a company  that  has  over  $300,000.00 
invested  in  plant  and  equipment  within  the  Borough  limits.  Testimony 
wa.s  offered  showing  that  the  service  given  was  sufficiently  adequate  to 
meet  all  the  requirements  of  the  community,  and  that  in  a period  of 
four  years  there  has  been  a total  interruption  of  only  six  minutes  during 
the  regular  hours  of  lighting. 

It  is  now  proposed  that  a contract  given  to  a new  company  to  furnish 
current  from  a railway  power  house  nine  miles  distant  be  approved, 
although  the  new  company  has  no  visible  asset  in  plant  equipment  ex- 
cepting a lease,  and  although  the  trend  of  sentiment  in  the  community, 
as  reflected  in  a resolution  passed  by  the  present  Council  and  a petition 
signed  by  the  leading  business  men,  is  against  such  approval. 

Furthermore  the  relative  merits  of  the  bids  submitted  have  been  a 
source  of  more  or  less  dispute  and  contention  between  the  parties  in 
interest.  The  situation  has  been  further  complicated  by  the  injection  of 
the  supplemental  bid  on  the  part  of  the  Respondent  Company  which 
offers  the  same  flat  rate  as  the  one  which  was  accepted  when  the  con- 
tract was  awarded.  This  second  or  supplementary  bid  was  presented  on 
the  ground,  as  Respondent  contends,  that  the  bid  on  a sliding  basis, 
submitted  in  the  first  instance,  was  evidently  not  understood,  since  it 
is  able  to  demonstrate,  from  the  amount  of  current  now  being  consumed 
in  Ellwood  City,  that  the  so-called  sliding  bid  was  lower  than  the 
one  accepted. 

The  fact  that  the  present  Council  in  January,  only  a few  weeks  after 
the  contract-ordinance  was  approved  by  the  old  Council  on  the  last  day 
of  the  preceding  December,  passed  a resolution  by  a vote  of  5 to  4 asking 
this  Commission  for  a disapproval  of  the  contract,  and  the  additional 
fact  that  the  representative  business  men  joined  by  petition  in  the  re- 
nuest  of  Council,  indicate  that  there  is  quite  a division  of  opinion  in 
the  community  of  Ellwood  City  concerning  either  the  relative  merits  of 
of  the  bids  originally  submitted  or  the  status  of  the  bids  now'  before 
Council. 

But  the  chief  point  at  issue  in  this  proceeding  is  the  principle  cJ  com- 
petition between  public  utilities  under  conditions  as  they  now  exist  at 
Ellwmod  City.  The  record  show’s  that  the  Pennsylvania  Pow’cr  Company 
is  located  at  Ellw’ood  City  and  has  an  investment  of  $350,000.00  in  a 
plant  equipment  within  the  Borough  limits  : that  the  Harmony  Electric 
Company  has  leased  a power  plant  nine  miles  from  the  Borough  limits 
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aud  contends  that  it  is  ready  to  ready  to  begin  operations  as  soon  as  its 
contract  is  approved  and  a Certiticate  of  Public  Convenience  issued  by 
this  Commission.  In  the  event  of  the  approval  of  the  contract,  there 
will  be  two  competing  comi)anies  operating  in  a small  municipality  where 
one  of  these  companie.s  was  heretofore  able,  without  taxing  its  capacity, 
to  furnish  all  the  light  that  was  required  and  of  a quality  that  was 
wholly  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  the  community.  Under  the  conditions 
as  existing,  it  could  hardly  be  contended  with  success  that  it  would  in  any 
wise  be  an  advantage  to  Ellwood  City  or  to  the  two  companies  competing 
to  allow  such  a contingency  to  arise. 

It  is  a matter  of  common  observation  that  where  th  epolicy  of  pro- 
moting competitive  traliic  between  corporations  engaged  in  public  service 
business  is  too  freely  encouraged,  more  especially  in  communities  of  lim- 
ited population,  the  practice  is  followed  as  a rule  by  consequences  that 
are  disastrous  to  all  the  interested  parties.  The  community  that  consumes 
the  commodity,  the  utility  that  furnishes  the  service,  the  general  public 
that  invested  in  good  faith,  must  all  be  properly  safeguarded  in  their 
rights  and  interests  when  a public  service  company  is  invited  to  enter  a 
municipality  to  do  business  under  competitive  conditions. 

The  spirit  of  the  Act  creating  this  Commission  contemplates  that  this 
very  thing  be  done.  E.dore  a Certiticate  of  Public  Convenience  is  issued, 
it  must  be  established  that  the  required  service  is  necessary  or  proper  for 
the  accommodation,  conv.mience  or  safety  of  the  public. 

The  Commission  is  not  justified  in  permitting  competition  anywhere 
nor  taking  such  action  as  may  invite  it,  unless  the  area  and  population 
served,  the  needs  of  the  community,  or  the  prospects  of  the  municipality 
as  based  upon  its  growth  and  development  reasonably  show  that  the 
public  welfare  demands  it. 

This  principle  of  protection  must  also  be  extended  to  the  public  utility 
to  the  end  that  the  individual  citizens  who  have  invested  in  its  plant 
equipment  in  good  faith  may  be  duly  protected  in  their  interests.  There- 
fore, a public  service  company  located  in  a small  municipality  where  it 
is  rendering  adequate  and  satisfactory  service,  where  it  has  invested 
thousands  of  dollars  in  a plant,  where  it  can  furnish  all  the  service  which 
the  community  may  require,  where  an  additional  plant  if  permitted 
to  be  established  would  make  it  extremely  hazardous  for  either  company 
to  maintain  itself,  is  entitled  to  the  same  protection  under  the  law  when 
there  is  an  invasion  of  its  vested  rights  aud  interests  as  the  citizens  of 
that  community  when  a public  utility  trespasses  upon  their  rights. 
This  idea  is  based  on  the  principle  that  the  i^ower  or  authority  to  regu- 
late the  service  of  a public  utility  by  law  carries  with  it  as  a corollary 
the  duty  to  pi'otect  the  property  of  the  utility  whenever  it  is  threatened 
with  consequences  that  may  endanger  the  future  existence  of  the  com- 
pany. 

This  general  view  that  competition  between  public  utilities  must  be 
restrained  under  certain  conditions  and  not  encouraged  ’ too  readily  is 
in  accord  with  the  reports  and  opinions  of  the  public  service  commissions 
of  several  of  the  leading  States  in  the  country.  In  Vol.  2 of  its  reports 
the  Wisconsin  Commission  said : 

“Active  and  continuous  competition  between  utilities,  fur- 
nishing the  same  service  to  the  same  locality,  seems  to  be 
out  of  the  question.  This  has  been  shown  by  experience. 

Such  competition  is  also  contrary  to  the  very  nature  of 
things.  Two  distinct  and  separate  corporations  are  not  likely 
to  remain  separate  very  long  after  it  becomes  clear  that  the 
service  rendered  by  both  can  he  more  cheaply  and  more  effec- 
tively furnished  by  only  one  of  them.” 

This  is  substantially  the  view  taken  by  the  Commissions  of  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Massachusetts,  and  other  States.  The  language  of  the  New 
York  Commission  of  the  First  District  is  as  follows: 

“Practically  all  utilities  are  so  situated  that  but  one  can  economically 
and  satisfactorily  serve  the  community.” 

The  New  .Jersey  Commission  held: 

“In  the  case  of  ordinary  industrial  concerns  competing  or  desiring  to 
compete  in  serving  the  public,  the  traditional  presumption  is  in  favor  of 
permitting  such  competition.  * * * * This  presumption,  however, 
commonly  fails  in  the  case  of  public  utilities  operating  under  fran- 
chises.” 

The  same  general  view  is  advanced  by  the  Public  Service  Commission 
of  the  State  of  Jlassachu-setts  in  the  following  language: 

“Competition  is  sure  to  be  expensive,  even  though  for  a time  apparently 
economical  and  profitable.  * ♦ * * xhe  temporary  advantage  to  a 
portion  of  the  public  is  reasonably  sure  to  be  followed  by  an  undue 
burden  upon  the  public  as  a whole  through  the  larger  capital  demanding 
a return,  much  of  it  representing  unnecessary  duplication  of  properties 
as  well  as  losses.” 


Xo. 


PTBl-lC  SEBTICE  Cv^LMIS^IOX. 


Tli  - is  -::  ;r  f_.: 

cSeariT  .irE.vr^  i-i^z-STid:'  "17 

;-. ' is  tcjTidei  't-j  iir  Jl;t  v^-sr  J_^r  . 

.f  tie  " eiertis'-S  i—iristriti 

dr£.-=-  lie  iiie  ir^st  rit 
L-i'  L-e  :f  d jtittfti 


1—  IS  n 
- - 


■;-r  -^e 
nissi;t 


--  -K • .* 

re  tt.ere  is 


■ers.  11  IS  S- 


-;e—  : 

- _v 


ireTen' 

- ; — r- 


-f  lie  _ij  nn^ls,- 


inaer  me  rem 
5-iid  t;  ii~e  i 
r*eiiiiir.  liere  -im  ie  : 
ieriiii  side  vem^  ::  - 

Tiereiiier  m Tie-s- 


_r  i'--ers  :i  me  <_ 


.e  msmess  ;i  rrni 


tie  Eirmsi  is  serimsij  iimiei  m tie  metier  ;i  me  ettr  mm  .i  me^  :em 

exT-eriem-e  if  t-n'idi;  utilities  m ;mer  tmi-es  sm^m  m_t_“i  i : mtmmes 

rrmier  sermi-e  it  teismiile  r-ites  mi  imtmtie  m : tsmess  t;r 
aiiT  iexmh  if  time.  tie_C;m-"=----  - 

tcider  stiii  imtitims  smm: 
tie  smd  ttmimpilim-  i- 

<'-atim  -iisirissei. 

■ ■ -r-ET'ES  - 

Tiis  ea.se  temr  it  issie  at-m  t etitim 
be-iE  duly  iemd  md  sn:  mimed  _ix  me 


isstia 




TrM"iiz.r 


-c.-f 


llSTixr.  :iL  tSr  -25.  .r  — ---r  ^ 

its  mndirrs  of  fiit_-mi  ;-m msi m_s  merem. 

X;er.  tc-ss-ft.  Jmy  .mi.  it  is  mierei;  Tim  tie  temtim  m 

prx-eedirr  te  mti  it  is  lemiy  tistmsset . 


"iw  V . I 


V 


Tiis  ea.se  iis  r*eer  att-eaiei  t:  m 
TO  Xo.  76.  Ctmmmmeaiti  I>oiket.  1-11=. 

Xo  dedsior  has  as  yet  d'Oea  remierei  ;y  sii 


MnS'ICIPAL  comeal  T POCEXT  VC*.  LI. 


Ie  the  matter  :f  tie  atpmmtmti  :f  tie 

11.  Amide  m.  ami  Semtias  IS  .mi  11.  Artime 
V - Ti-  Pti'i’  S-rrt  ■-  L 'mimi"  m_~.  tit  tie 
ar'Tci'Tal  -f  a e.mtrai-t  :e~eem  said  Cimtmy 
ard  The  Rtrmri  :f  Hariestmm.  rrmtmr  the 
lirit  ti  ereit  ras  ~;ris  mi  t:  lay  mi  mamtaitt 
ns  mams,  pitas,  etc-.,  im  tie  streets  mi  aifys 
■‘t  S' id  BiriErh 


T> 


ATT 


put: 


'"'T 
■ ''N— 


Atpmcatt.m  rairir  made  m Tit  Pali:  Setmiie  Cimaaissiia  :f  tie  C;mmia~eaiti 
•;f  Fetm5yiTs.itis.  ty  tie  Perries  ii.  Cimt-.my  :f  Pittsma.  Peamsyimmia . la 
peTitim  ia  ■srriiar.  f:r  tie  aatriaii  :t  a -rrrimea  ::atram  as  eatieacei 

by  aa  Oadiaaaie  ;f  tie  B:r:aai  :f  Haai-mtmaa. 

IPll.  Triti  ac'ceptaace  thereif  ly  s.ati  Cimamy. 

1?14.  ietareea  tie  said  Perries  mail  Cimaaay 
Tie  said  B riaai  of  Hr.aiesm-ma.  araartaa  tie  miait  t;  erem  aas  -^  rls  aai  t:  lay 
-md  maiataia  aas  m.tias.  rites,  etc.,  ta  tie  streets  mi  aieys  ;f  said  B.riaai 


i'l.ii.. 


288 


ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


0£E.  Doc. 


The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  Ordinance  and  acceptance  thereof, 
hereto  attached. 


ML'NICIPAL  ('ONTRACJT  DOCKET  NO.  (\2. 

In  th(‘  matti.-r  of  the  application  of  the  Rlossburg 
Eli‘ctric  Light  and  Power  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 

Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  tile  approval  of  a contract  between  the  said 
Company  and  the  Rorough  of  Covington,  grant- 
ing the  right  of  the  said  Company  to  erect, 
maintain  and  operate  poles,  wires,  et  cetera, 
in  said  Borough,  for  the  purpose  of  supplying 
heat,  light  and  power. 

Applic.ation  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  P>lossburg  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  by  petition 
in  writing  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  as  evidenced  by  an 
Ordinance  of  the  Borough  of  Cocington,  enacted  the  second  day  of  February,  1914, 
with  acceptance  thereto  by  said  Company,  dated  the  3rd  day  of  March,  1914, 
granting  the  right  of  the  Rlossburg  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  to  erect, 
maintain  and  operate  poles,  wires,  et  cetera,  in  the  Borough  of  Covington,  for 
the  purpose  of  supplying  heat,  light  and  power. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  5th  day  of  March,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  the  Ordinance  and  acceptance,  hereto 
attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 
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MUNTCIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  63. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Blossburg 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 11,  Article  HI,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 

Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Com- 
pany and  the  Borough  of  Covington,  for  lighting 
the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five 
years. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Blossburg  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  by  petition 
in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  5th  day  of 
January,  1914,  between  the  said  The  Blossburg  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company 
and  the  said  Borough  of  Covington,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough  for 
a period  of  five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  5th  day  of  March,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 
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MUNLCIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  (54. 

RELIEF  ELECTRIC  LIGHT,  HEAT  AND 
POWER  COMPANY,  ET  AL., 

AND 

BOROUGHS  OP  WASHINGTON,  EAST 
WASHINGTON  AND  CANONSBURG. 

Application  was  filed  on  January  19th,  1914,  by  the  Relief  Electric  Light,  Heat 
and  Power  Company,  et  al.,  for  a finding  and  determination  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  which  the  Commission  would  approve  proposed  Ordinances  granted  by 
the  Boroughs  of  Washington,  East' AVashington  and  Canonsburg,  to  the  said  Com- 
panies. 

A protest  was  filed  by  the  West  Penn  Lighting  Company,  and  a hearing  held 
on  February  17th,  1914. 

The  petitions,  on  motion  of  the  Attorney  for  the  Companies,  were  withdrawn 
on  March  30th,  1914,  and  no  further  action  was  therefore  required  by  the  Com- 
mission . 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  65. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Port  Clin- 
ton Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  under 
Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19 
Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  approval  of  a contract  between  said 
Company  and  the  Borough  of  Port  Clinton, 
granting  tlie  right  and  permission  of  the  Company 
to  enter  upon  the  streets  of  the  Borough  to  con- 
struct and  operate  poles,  wires,  etc.,  for  the 
purpose  of  furnishing  electricity  and  providing 
also  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for 
a period  of  ten  years. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Port  Clinton  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  by  petition 
in  writing  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  2nd  day  of 
August,  1913,  between  the  said  Port  Clinton  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  and 
the  said  Borough  of  Port  Clinton,  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  electricity  and 
providing  also  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a perid  oof  ten  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OP 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  66. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Westmore-  ' 
land  Electric  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article 
III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  Y,  of  The 
Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval 
of  a contract  between  said  Company  and  the 
Borough  of  South  West  Greensburg,  for  lighting 
the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five 
years. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Westmoreland  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  3rd  day  of  February,  1914, 
between  the  said  Westmoreland  Electric  Company  and  the  said  Borough  of  South 
West  Greensburg,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five  years 
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The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  ai}pli<'.:tion  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


?^HTNICI]*AL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO. 


67. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  West  Penn  b 
M'‘cti'ic  Compa.nv,  under  Section  11,  Article  III> 

.and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  1 CERTIFICATE 

Service'  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a > OF 

contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Borough  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE, 
of  N('W  Eagle,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the 
Lorougli  for  a period  of  five  years.  J 

Applic.ation  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  West  Penn  Electric  Comi)any,  by  petition  in  writing,  for 
the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  24th  day  of  February,  1914, 
between  the  said  The  BT^st  Peuii  Eh-ctric  tlomi),iny  and  the  said  Borough  of  New 
Eagle,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough  for  a period  of  five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  dotei'mines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  .ipplication  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety,  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  68. 

Ill  ihe  matter  of  the  application  of  The  West  Penn  A 
Electric  t'oinpanv,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 

and  Sections  Ls  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  1 CERTIFICATE 

Service  Comiianv  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a > OF 

contract  b^'tween  said  Company  and  the  Borough  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE, 
of  Monessen,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Bor- 
ough for  a period  of  ten  years.  J 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  West  Penn  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for 
the  approval  of  a certain  writron  contract,  dated  the  4th  day  of  December,  1913, 
between  the  said  The  West  Penn  Electric  Company  and  the  said  Borough  of 
Monessen,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough  for  a period  of  ten  years. 

The  Commis-sion  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1914, 
approve.s  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


^MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  60. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  West  Penn‘S 
Idght  and  Power  Company,  under  Section  11, 
Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  Th(?  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  y 
ai)proval  of  a contract  between  said  Company  and 
the  Borough  of  Avonmore,  for  lighting  the  streets 
of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five  years.  ^ 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  West  Penn  Light  and  Power  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  certain  written  contract,  dated  the  2nd  day  of  Feb- 
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ruary,  1914,  between  the  said  West  Penn  Light  and  Power  Company  and  the  said 
Borough  of  Avonmore,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of 
five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  .and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTIIACT  DOCKET  NO.  70. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Kiskiminetas  ^ 

Valley  Electric  Company,  under  Section  11, 

Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
■ approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  Borough  of  ApoUo,  for  lighting  the 
streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  seven 
years. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Kiskiminetas  Valley  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  16th  day  of  De- 
cember, 1913,  between  the  said  Kiskiminetas  Valley  Electric  Company  and  the 
said  Borough  of  Apollo,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of 
seven  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  .and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  atached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  71. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Central 
District  Telephone  Company,  under  Section  11, 

Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  a contract  between  the  said  Company 
and  the  Borough  of  Sewickley,  as  evidenced  by  an 
ordinance  granting  to  the  said  Company  the 
right  to  construct  and  operate  an  underground 
telephone  system  within  the  limits  of  the  Bor- 
ough, and  providing  also  for  certain  free  tele- 
phone service. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Central  District  Telephone  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  Borough  of 
Sewickley  and  the  said  Company,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  the  said  Borough, 
enacted  the  6th  day  of  November,  1913,  with  acceptance  thereof,  dated  the  17th 
day  of  December,  1913;  supplemental  ordinance,  dated  the  3rd  d.ay  of  February, 
1914,  and  acceptance  thereof,  dated  the  10th  day  of  February,  1914;  supplemental 
agreement,  dated  the  4th  day  of  December,  1913,  granting  to  the  said  Company  the 
right  to  construct  and  operate  an  underground  telephone  system  within  the  limits 
of  the  Borough,  and  providing  .also  for  certain  free  telephone  service. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  ordinance  with  acceptance  thereof,  sup- 
plemental ordinance  with  acceptance  and  supplemental  agreement,  attached  thereto. 
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MI^NICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  72. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Central 
Disn-iet  Telephone  Company,  under  Section  11, 

Article  111,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  I’uhlic  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  i.)f  a contract  between  said  Company  and 
the  Borough_  of  Sharpsburg,  as  evidenced  by  an 
Oi’dinance  of  said  Borough  granting  to  the  said 
t 'ompany  the  right  to  construct,  operate  and 
inaiiitaiii  an  aerial  and  underground  telephone 
aiul  telegraph  system  within  the  present  or  future 
limits  of  the  Borough,  and  providing  also  for 
certain  free  telephone  service. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylv.auia  by  'Idle  Central  District  Telephone  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  said  Company  and 
the  Borough  of  Sharjisburg,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  said  Borough,  en- 
acted the  28th  da.v  of  November,  1913 ; acceptance  thereof,  dated  the  12th  day  of 
December,  1913,  and  suplemental  ordinance  and  acceptance  thereof,  dated  the  9th 
day  of  February,  1914,  and  supplemental  agreements,  dated  the  28th  day  of  No- 
vember, 1913,  granting  to  the  said  Cennpany  the  right  to  construct,  operate  and 
maintain  an  aerial  and  underground  telephone  and  telegraph  system  within  the 
present  or  future  limits  of  the  Borough,  and  providing  also  for  certain  free  telephone 
service  and  paving  work. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  jiublic,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1914,  ap- 
proves tlie  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  ordinance,  acceptance,  supplemental  or- 
dinance and  acceptance  and  supplemental  agreements,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


[MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  73. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Bell  Tele-  ^ 
phone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  under  Section 
11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
V,  of  The  Public  Sei'vice  Company  Law,  for  the 
••ipproval  of  a contract  between  the  said  Company 
and  the  Borough  of  iNIyerstown,  as  evidenced  by 
:m  Ordinance  of  the  said  Borough,  granting  to 
the  Company  the  right  to  construct  and  operate 
af'i'ial  and  underground  telephone  system  within 
the  said  Borough. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvani.-i  by  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordi- 
nance of  the  Borough  of  Myerstown,  enacted  the  3rd  day  of  February,  1914,  with 
acceptance  thereof  by  said  Company,  dated  the  9th  day  of  February,  1914,  granting 
to  the  Company  the  right  to  construct  and  opei-ate  aerial  and  underground  telephone 
system  within  the  Borough.. 

The  Commis.sion  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  Ordinance  and  acceptance  thereof,  hereto 
attached . 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTPACT  DOCKET  NO.  75. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroa'i  Company,  under  Section  11,  Ar- 
ticle III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  Borough  of  Springdale,  granting  to  the 
Borough  the  right  to  lay  and  maintain  a cast  iron 
water  pipe  through  and  under  the  right-of-way 
and  tracks  of  the  Railroad  Company. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Spring- 
dale,  dated  the  26th  day  of  August,  1913,  between  the  said  Company  and  the  said 

Borough,  granting  to  the  Borough  the  right  to  lay  and  maintain  a cast  iron 

water  pipe  under  the  right-of-way  and  tracks  of  the  said  Railroad  Company  at 

a point  2420  feet  northwest  of  mile  post  61  west  from  Bolivar  in  the  Conemaugh 
Division  of  the  Railroad  Company  in  the  Borough  of  Springdale,  Allegheny  County. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience 
or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of  April,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTKACT  DOCKET  NO.  76. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Supervi- 
sors of  Lower  Merion  Township,  Montgomery 
County,  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sec- 
tions 18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Ser- 
vice Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a con- 
tract between  said  Township  and  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company,  granting  to  the  Town- 
ship the  right  to  lay  and  maintain  a cast  iron 
sewer  pipe  through  and  under  the  right-of-way 
and  tracks  of  the  said  Railroad  Company  at  a 
point  near  Barmouth  Station. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Supervisors  of  IMerion  Township,  Montgomery  County, 
by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between 
the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  said  Township,  dated  the  17th  day  of 
December,  1913,  granting  to  the  Township  the  right  to  lay  and  maintain  a cast  iron 
sewer  pipe  through  and  under  the  right-of-way  and  tracks  of  the  said  Railroad 
Company  at  a point  near  Barmouth  Station. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience 
or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  77. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company,  under  Section  11,  Ar- 
ticle III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  Borough  of  Mifflin,  granting  the  right  to 
tlie  Company  to  construct  a pavement  along  its 
right-of-way  on  Railroad  Avenue  in  that  Bor- 
ough . 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Mifflin, 
by  petition  in  writing  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  as  evidenced 
by  an  Ordinance  of  the  said  Borough,  enacted  the  2nd  day  of  February,  1914,  and 
certified  copy  of  acceptance  of  said  ordinance  by  the  said  Railroad  Company, 
dated  the  25th  day  of  February,  1914,  granting  to  the  Railroad  Company  the  right 
to  construct  a pavement  or  foot-walk  with  curb  and  railing  along  its  right-of-way 
on  Railroad  Avenue  in  the  said  Borougli. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience 
or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of  April,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  ordinance  and  acceptance  hereto  at- 
tached . 


CERTIFICATE 
1-  OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  78. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Manor 
Electric  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 
and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Pub- 
lic Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of 
a contract  between  the  said  Company  and  the 
Borough  of  Manor  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the 
Borough  for  a period  of  five  years. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Manor  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in  writing  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract  dated  the  4th  day  of  August,  1913,  between 
the  said  Manor  Electric  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Manor,  for  lighting  the 
streets  of  the  Borough  for  the  period  of  five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of 
April,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  79. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Shenango 
Valley  Electric  Light  Company,  under  Section 
11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  Borough  of  Sharon,  for  lighting  the 
streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  three 
yt'ars  and  eleven  months. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  hy  the  Shenango  Valley  Electric  Light  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  4th  day  of  Feb- 
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ruary,  1914,  between  the  said  Shenango  Valley  Electric  Light  Company  and  the 
Borough  of  Sharon,  for  ligliting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  three 
years  and  eleven  months. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  Sth  day  of  April, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTE  ACT  DOCKET  NO.  SO. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Sharpsville 
Electric  Light  Company,  under  Section  11, 

Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  Borough  of  Sharpsville,  for  lighting  the 
streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five 
years. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Sharpsville  Electric  Light  Company,  by  petition  in  writing 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  17th  day  of  February, 
1914,  between  the  said  Sharpsville  Electric  Light  Company  and  the  Borough  of 
Sharpsville,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  Sth  day  of  April, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  81. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Sharpsville 
Flectric  Light  Company,  under  Section  11,  Ar- 
tii-le  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  'rii“  I’ublic  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
:'l)provil  of  ,a  contract  between  said  Company 
and  tile  i-iorough  of  Sharpsville  for  furnishing 
electric  current  for  1.5-horse  power  motor  at 
pump  station  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of 
one  year. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Sharpsville  Electric  Ifight  Company,  by  petition  in  writing 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  20th  day  of  .Tanuary, 
1914,  between  the  said  Sharpsville  Electric  Light  Company  and  the  Borough  of 
Sharpsville,  for  furnishing  electric  current  for  1.5-horse  power  motor  at  pump 
station  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  one  year. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  Sth  day  of  April, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTKACT  DOCKET  NO.  84. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Central 
District  Telephone  Company,  under  Section  11, 

Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
apprcjval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  Porough  of  Baden,  as  evidenced  by  an 
ordinance  of  the  said  Borough,  granting  to  the 
said  Company  the  right  to  construct,  operate 
.and  maintain  an  aerial  and  underground  tele- 
phone system  within  the  limits  of  the  said  Bor- 
()ugh . 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Common- 
wealth of  Pennsylvania  by  Tlie  Central  District  Telephone  Company,  by 
petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract  between 
said  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Baden,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  the  said 
Borough  enacted  the  .3rd  day  of  ^larch,  1911,  with  acceptance  thereof  dated  the 
26th  day  of  March,  1914,  granting  to  the  said  Company  the  right  to  construct, 
operate  and  maintain  an  aerial  and  underground  telephone  system  within  the 
limits  of  the  said  Borough. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  May, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  ordinance  with  acceptance 
thereof,  attached  thereto. 


CERTIFICATE 
y OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MITNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  85. 

WILKES-BARRE  LIGHT  COMPANY 
and 

CITY  OF  WILKES-BARRE. 

Application  was  filed  w’ith  the  Commission  on  March  24,  1914,  for  the  approval 
of  a contract  between  the  Wilkes-Barre  Light  Company  and  the  City  of  Wilkes- 
Barre,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  by  said  City,  granting  to  the  Company  the 
right  to  erect  and  maintain  poles,  wires,  etc.,  on  the  streets  of  the  city  for  the 
purpose  of  supplying  light,  heat  and  power,  by  means  of  electricity. 

A petition  was  filed  by  fhe  Wilkes-Barre  Company  and  a hearing  held  on  April 
22,  1914,  at  which  time  there  was  is.sued  an  order  dismissing  the  petition  for  the 
reason  that  said  petition  was  not  in  proper  form. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  86. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Citizens’ 

AVater  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 
ind  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Pub- 
lic Service  Company  Law',  for  the  approval  of 
a contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Bor- 
ough of  East  Washington,  for  furnishing  water 
to  the  Borough  for  fire  protection  and  sewer 
system  for  a period  of  ten  years. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Citizens’  Water  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  6th  day  of  March,  1914,  for 
furnishing  W'ater  to  the  Borough  for  fire  protection  and  sewer  system  for  a period 
of  ten  years. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


No.  27. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 
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The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  22nd  day  of 
April,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  87. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pittsburgh, 

Harmony,  Butler  and  New  Castle  Railway 
Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and 
Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Town- 
ship of  Big  Beaver,  County  of  Beaver,  grant- 
ing permission  to  the  Railway  Company  to  con- 
struct and  maintain  a line  of  railway  through 
the  Township  over  a private  right-of-way  ac- 
quired or  to  be  acquired  by  the  said  Company. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pittsburgh,  Harmony,  Butler  and  New  Castle  Railway 
Company,  by  petition  in  writing  for  the  approval  of  a contract,  dated  the  24th 
day  of  January,  1914,  between  the  said  Company  and  the  Township  of  Big 
Beaver,  Beaver  County,  granting  permission  to  the  Railw’ay  Company  to  con- 
struct and  maintain  a line  of  railway  through  the  Township  ov’er  a private  right- 
of-way  acquired  or  to  be  acquired  by  the  said  Company. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation, 
convenience  or  safetj'  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  22nd  day  of 
April,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
^ OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  88. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pittsburgh, 

Harmony,  Butler  and  New  Castle  Railway  Com- 
pany, under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sec- 
tions 18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Ser- 
vice Compan.v  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a con- 
tract between  said  Company  and  the  Borough 
of  Homewood,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance 
of  the  Borough,  granting  permission  to  the 
Railway  Company  to  enter  upon  and  construct 
its  railway  over  a private  right-of-way  within 
the  Borough,  and  also  the  right  to  cross  with 
an  overhead  bridge  a highway  leading  from 
Homewood  Station  to  the  Beaver  River. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pittsburgh,  Harmony,  Butler  and  New  Castle  Railway 
Company,  by  petition  in  writing  for  the  approval  of  a contract,  as  evidenced 
by  an  Ordinance  approved  the  13th  day  of  February,  1914,  between  the  said  Com- 
pany and  the  Borough  of  Homewood,  granting  permission  to  the  Railway  Com- 
pany to  enter  upon  and  construct  its  railway  over  a private  right-of-way  within 
the  Borough,  and  also  the  right  to  cross  with  an  overhead  bridge  a highway  lead- 
ing from  Homewood  Station  to  the  Beaver  River. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation, 
convenience  or  safety  of  tlie  puldic  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  23rd  day  of 
April,  1914,  approves  llie  said  contract,  hereto  attached,  and  the  overhead  bridge 
to  be  constructed  in  c<uiforniity  with  the  phnis  and  specifications  on  tile  in  this 
office . 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  89. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Borough 
of  Ambridge,  under  Section  11,  Article  III  and 
Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Borough  and  the  Penn- 
sylvania Cominny  operating  the  Pittsburgh, 

Fort  AVayne  & Chicago  Railway,  granting  to  the 
Borough  the  right  to  lay  and  maintain  a twelve- 
inch  water  pipe  through  and  under  the  right-of 
way  and  tracks  of  the  Railway  Company. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Borough  of  Ambridge,  l)y  petition  in  writing  for  the  ap- 
proval of  the  certain  written  conti-act,  dated  the  28th  day  of  March,  1914,  be- 
tween the  said  Borough  iuid  the  Pennsylvania  Company,  operating  the  Pittsburgh, 
Fort  Wayne  and  Chicago  Railway,  granting  to  the  Borough  the  right  to  lay  and 
maintain  a twelve-inch  water  pipe  across  the  right-of-way  and  under  the  tracks 
of  the  said  Company  at  Bridge  No.  15,  4,707  feet  west  of  mile  post  17,  Harmony 
Township,  Beaver  County. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation, 
convenience  or  safety  of  the  public  and  accoi-dingly , hereby,  on  the  22nd  day  of 
April,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRAC  T DOCKET  NO.  90. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Albion 
Light  and  Power  Company  and  Borough  of  Al- 
bion, under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sec- 
tions 18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Ser-  _ 
vice  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a con- 
tract between  said  Company  and  Borough  for 
lighting  the  Streets  of  the  aforesaid  Borough 
for  tlie  period  of  ten  years.  -> 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Albion  Light  and  Power  Company  and  the  Borough  of 
Albion,  by  ijetition  in  writing  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract, 
dated  the  10th  day  of  March,  1914,  between  the  said  Albion  Light  and  Power  Com- 
pany and  the  Borough  of  Albion,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough  for 
the  period  of  ten  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  22nd  day  of 
April,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract  hereto  attached. 


No.  27. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DUI’KKT  NO.  1)1. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Bessemer 
and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Arti- 
cle V of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for 
the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  County  of  Allegheny,  granting  to  the 
Railroad  Company  the  right  to  construct  and 
maintain  an  overhead  crossing  on  the  Dorsey- 
ville  and  Culmerville  Road  in  said  County. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  petition  in  writing,  for  th  approval  of  a certain  written 
contract,  dated  the  16th  day  of  March,  1914,  and  supplement  dated  31st  day  of 
March,  1914,  between  the  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company  and  the 
County  of  Allegheny,  granting  to  the  said  Company  the  right  to  construct  and 
maintain  an  overhead  crossing  on  the  Dorseyville  and  Culmerville  Road  in  said 
County. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation  and  con- 
venience of  the  public  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  22nd  day  of  April,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  and  the  construction  of  the  trestle,  in  conformity  with 
the  plans  and  specifications  attached  to  said  contract,  subject,  however,  to  the 
condition  that  guard  rails  shall  be  placed  on  the  bridge  or  trestle  over  the  high- 
way for  a distance  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  feet  on  either  side. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  92. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pittsburgh,  '' 
Harmony,  Butler  and  New  Castle  Railway  Com- 
pany, under  Section  11,  Article  III  and  Sections 
18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service 
Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a contract 
between  said  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Kop-  > 
pel,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  and  Resolu- 
tion of  the  Borough,  changing  the  conditions  as 
to  the  grading  in  the  construction  and  also  the 
gauge  of  said  railway  granted  by  a former  ordi- 
nance. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pittsburgh,  Harmony,  Butler  and  New  Castle  Railway 
Company,  by  petition  in  writing  for  the  approval  of  a contract,  as  evidenced  by 
an  Ordinance  approved  the  19th  day  of  January,  1914,  with  resolution  attached, 
adopted  the  20th  day  of  April,  1914,  between  the  said  Company  and  the  Borough 
of  Koppel,  changing  the  conditions  as  to  the  grading  in  the  construction  and  also 
the  gauge  of  said  railway  granted  by  a former  ordinance. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience of  the  public  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  22nd  day  of  April,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


300 


ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


Off.  Doc. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  1)3. 

Ill  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Counties 
Oas  and  Electric  Coiiipany,  under  Section  II, 

Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  I’ublic  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  a contract,  as  evidenced  by  an  Or- 
dinance, Assignment  and  Resolution  of  the 
Borough  of  Schwenksville,  accepted  by  said 
Company,  granting  the  right  to  erect,  construct 
and  operate  poles,  wires,  etc.,  upon  the  streets 
and  highways  of  the  said  Borough  for  the  pur- 
pose of  furnishing  light,  heat  and  power. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Counties  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  ;i  certain  written  contract,  between  the  Borough 
of  Schwenksville  and  said  Company,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  the  said  Bor- 
ough to  the  Trustees  of  the  Schwenksville  Electric  Light  Company,  approved  the 
3rd  day  of  November,  1913,  with  acceptance  dated  the  10th  day  of  November,  1913, 
and  assignment  of  said  Ordinance  to  the  Schwenksville  Electric  Light  Company, 
dated  the  8th  day  of  December,  1913,  with  acceptance  thereof,  by  the  Schwenks- 
ville Electrc  Light  Company,  dated  the  8th  day  of  December,  1913,  and  Resolu- 
tion of  the  said  Borough  dated  the  (ith  day  of  April,  with  acceptjince  thereof,  by 
the  Counties  Gas  and  Electric  Com])any,  dated  the  8th  day  of  April,  1914,  grant- 
ing unto  the  said  Counties  Gas  and  Electric  Comiiauy,  successors  to  the  Schwenks- 
ville Electric  Light  Company,  the  right  to  erect,  construct  and  operate  poles, 
wires,  etc.,  u])on  the  streets  and  liighways  of  the  said  Borough  for  the  purpose 
of  furnishing  light,  heat  and  power. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  22nd  day  of 
April,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  the  certified  copies  of  said 
ordinance,  with  acceptance  thereof,  assignment,  with  acceptance  thereof,  resolu- 
tion, with  acceptance  thereof,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  94. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Duquesne 
l/ight  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 
and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Pub- 
lic Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of 
a contract  between  said  Company  and  the  City 
of  McKeesport  for  furnishing  electric  current 
for  a 2.5-horse  power  motor  at  the  water  works, 
and  for  lighting  the  garbage  furnace,  swimming 
I)ool,  city  stables  and  filtration  plant  of  the 
( 'ity . 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Duquesne  Light  Company,  by  petition  in  writing  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  23rd  day  of  March,  1914,  be- 
tween the  said  Duquesne  Light  Company  and  the  City  of  McKeesport,  for  fur- 
nishing electric  current  for  a 25-horse  power  motor  at  the  water  works,  and  for 
lighting  the  garbage  furnace,  swimming  pool,  city  stables  and  filtration  plant 
of  the  said  City. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  6th  day  of  May, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


No.  27. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 
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MU^sICIPAL  CONTKACT  DOCKET  NO.  95. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Crescent 
Light  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 
and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Pub- 
lic Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of 
a contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Town- 
ship of  Crescent,  as  evidenced  by  an  ordinance  of 
the  said  Township,  enacted  the  4th  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1914,  with  acceptance  thereof  dated  the 
27th  day  of  February,  1914,  granting  unto  the 
said  Crescent  Light  Company  the  right  to  con- 
struct and  operate  poles,  wires,  etc.,  within 
the  said  Township  of  Crescent  for  the  purpose  of 
supplying  light,  heat  and  power  to  the  public 
thereof. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Crescent  Light  Comi)any,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  Township  of  Crescent  and 
said  Company,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  said  Township,  enacted  the  4th 
day  of  February,  1914,  with  acceptance  thereof  dated  the  27th  day  of  February, 
1914,  granting  unto  the  said  Crescent  Light  Company  the  right  to  construct  and 
operate  poles,  wires,  etc.,  within  the  said  Township  of  Crescent  for  the  purpose 
of  supplying  light,  heat  and  power  to  the  public  thereof. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  6th  day  of  May, 
1914,  approves  thV  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  the  Ordinance  and  Acceptance 
thereof  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
^ OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  96. 

In  th(»  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Lock 
Haven  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company, 
under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18 
and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Com- 
pany Law,  for  the  approval  of  a contract  be- 
tween said  Company  and  the  Township  of  Cas- 
tanea Clinton  County,  granting  permission  to 
the  Company  to  erect,  operate  and  maintain 
poles,  wires,  etc.,  on  the  highways  of  the  Town- 
ship, for  the  purposes  of  furnishing  light  and 
power  to  the  residents  thereof. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  by  the  Lock  Haven  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  by 
petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  27th 
day  _ of  March,  1914,  between  the  Township  of  Castanea,  Clinton  County,  and 
said  Company,  granting  permission  to  the  Company  to  erect,  operate  and  main- 
tain poles,  wires,  etc.,  on  the  highways  of  said  Township  for  the  purpose  of 
furnishing  light  and  power  to  the  residents  thereof. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safet.y  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  6th  day  of  May, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  97. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Lock  Haven 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 
Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  approval  of  a contract  between  said 
Company  and  the  County  of  Clinton,  granting 
permission  to  the  Company  to  erect,  operate  and 
maintain  lines  of  wires  for  the  transmission  of 
electricity  on,  over  and  along  a county  bridge 
crossing  Bald  Eagle  Creek,  near  the  VUlage  of 
Castanea. 


y 


CERTIPICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Lock  Haven  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  by 
petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the 
26th  day  of  March,  1914,  between  the  County  of  Clinton  and  said  Company,  grant- 
ing permission  to  the  Company  to  erect,  operate  and  maintain  lines  of  wires  for 
the  transmission  of  electricity  on,  over  and  along  a county  bridge  crossing  Bald 
Eagle  Creek,  near  the  Village  of  Castanea. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  6th  day  of  May, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  98. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Edison 
Electric  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 
and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Pub- 
lic Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of 
a contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Bor- 
ough of  Elizabethtown,  for  lighting  the  streets 
of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  two  years,  with 
privilege  to  the  Borough  to  extend  contract  for 
eight  additional  years. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Edison  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in  writing  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  4th  day  of  April,  1914,  between 
the  said  Edison  Electric  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Elizabethtown,  for  lighting 
the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  two  years,  with  privilege  to  the  Borough 
to  extend  contract  for  eight  additional  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  6th  day  of  May, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


No.  27. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 


30.S 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  90. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Borough 
of  Robesonia,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 
and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Borough  and  the  Heidel- 
berg Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company 
for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough  for 
a period  of  three  years. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Borough  of  Robesonia,  by  petition  in  writing  for  the  ap- 
proval of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  ,3rd  day  of  April,  1914,  between  the 
said  Borough  of  Robesonia  and  the  Heidelberg  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power 
Company,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough  for  a period  of  three  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessai-y  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  6th  day  of  May, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  100. 

IT!  th(>  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Borough 
of  M’ilmerding,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 

.•md  Sections  13  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Borough  and  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company,  granting  the  right  to 
the  Borough  to  construct,  maintain  and  operate 
a six-foot  storm  condaiit  and  a ten-inch  sewer  pipe 
across  the  right-of-way  and  under  the  tracks  of 
the  Company. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Penns.vlvania  by  the  Borough  of  MTlmerding,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  5th  day  of  March,  1914,  between 
The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  said  Borough,  granting  the  right  to  the 
Borough  to  construct,  maintain  and  operate  a six-foot  storm  conduit  and  a ten- 
inch  sewer  pipe  across  the  right  of  way  and  under  the  tracks  of  the  Company . 

Thb  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenence  or 
safety  of  the  pubic,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  6th  d:iy  of  May,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  101. 

In  the  matter  of  t)ie  application  of  The  Bell  Tele- 
phone Company  of  Pennsylvania,  under  Section 
11  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
V , of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law . for 
the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Coin- 
pany  and  the  Borough  of  TV^est  Chester,  as  evi- 
denced bv  an  Ordinance  of  said  Borough,  en- 
acted the" 8th  day  of  AprU,  1914,  and  acceptance 
thereof,  dated  the  18th  day  of  April,  1914,  grant- 
ing unto  the  said  Company  the  right  to  construct, 
maintain  and  operate  an  underground  telephone 
system  within  the  limits  of  the  Borough . 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  Borough  of 
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West  Chester  nnd  said  Company,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  said  Borough, 
enacted  the  8th  day  of  April,  1914,  and  acceptance  thereof,  dated  the  18th  day  of 
April,  1914,  granting  unto  the  said  Company  the  right  to  construct,  maintain  and 
operate  an  underground  telephone  system  within  the  limits  of  the  Borough. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  lier.ring,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  sei'vice,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  Gth  day  of  May,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  certified  copies  of  ordinance  and  ac- 
ceptance, hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  102. 


In  tli('  matter  of  tlie  apiilication  of  the  Panther 
V'.'illey  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company, 
under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18 
and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Com- 
pany Law.  for  the  approval  of  a contract  be- 
tween said  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Sum- 
mit iUill,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough 
for  a period  of  ten  years. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Panther  Valley  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company, 
by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  6th 
day  of  April,  1914,  between  the  said  Panther  Valley  Electric  Light,  Heat  and 
Power  Company  and  the  Borough  of  vSummit  Hill,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the 
Borough  for  a period  of  ten  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  Gth  day  of  May,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  105. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Eastern 
Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company, 
under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18 
and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Com- 
pany Law,  for  the  approval  of  a contract  be- 
tween said  Company  and  the  Township  of  Con- 
\ngham,  for  lighting  certain  portions  of  the 
streets  and  highways  of  the  said  Township. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company, 
by  petition  in  writing  for  the  apftroval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the 
13th  day  of  April,  1914,  between  the  said  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat  and 
Power  Company  and  the  said  Township  of  Conyngham,  for  lighting  certain  por- 
tions of  the  streets  and  highways  of  the  said  Township. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessai\v  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTEACT  DOCKET  NO.  106. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  New  Castle  1 
Electric  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  I 
and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  I 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a con-  , 
tract  between  said  Company  and  the  City  of 
New  Castle,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said 
City  for  a period  of  ten  years,  and  fixing  rates 
for  commercial  lighting. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  con- 
tract, dated  the  16th  day  of  April,  1914,  between  the  said  New  Castle  Electric 


Company  and  the  said  City  of  New  Castle,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said  City 
for  a period  of  ten  years,  and  fixing  rates  for  commercial  lighting. 


The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  tha  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1914,  ap- 


proves the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  107. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Shenango 
Valley  Electric  Light  Company,  under  Section 
11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for 
the  approval  of  a concract  between  said  Com- 
pany and  the  Borough  of  Farrell,  for  lighting  the 
streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  seven 
years . 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 


of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Shenango  Valley  Electric  Light  Company,  by  petition  in 


writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  1st  day  of  April, 
1914,  between  the  said  The  Shenango  Valley  Electric  Light  Company  and  the 
said  Borough  of  Farrell,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of 
seven  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  108. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Allenport"' 
and  Roscoe  Electric  Street  Railway  Company, 
under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18 
and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Com- 
pany Law,  for  the  approval  of-  a contract  be- 
tween said  Company  and  East  Pike  Run  Town- 
ship,  Washington  County,  as  evidenced  by  a r" 

Resolution  of  the  Supervisors  of  said  Township, 
granting  to  the  Railway  Company  the  right  to 
construct,  maintain  and  operate  a street  railway 
on  the  State  highway,  known  as  Route  No.  268, 
from  the  Borough  of  Elco  to  the  Borough  of  Coal 
Center. 

-Ipplication  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Allenport  and  Roscoe  Electric  Street  Railway  Company, 
by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  said 
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Company  and  East  Pike  Run  Township,  Washington  County,  as  evidenced  by  a 
Resolution  of  the  Supervisors  of  said  Township,  dated  the  12th  day  of  January, 
1914,  and  acceptance  thereof,  dated  the  9th  day  of  March,  1914,  granting  to  the 
said  Allenport  and  Roscoe  Electric  Street  Railway  Company  the  right  to  construct, 
maintain  and  operate  a street  railway  on  tlie  State  Highway,  known  as  Route  No. 
268,  from  the  P>orough  of  Elco  to  the  Borough  of  Coal  Center. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  conven- 
ience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  certified  copy  of  Resolution  and  ac- 
ceptance thereof,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTKACT  DOCKET  NO.  10!). 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Versailles 
Fuel  Gas  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article 
III.  .■iiid  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The 
Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  approval  of 
a ( (intract  between  said  Company  and  the  City  of 
McKeesport,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of 
the  said  City,  granting  to  the  Company  the  right 
to  lay  and  maintain  a six-inch  pipe  along  Bow- 
man and  Highland  Avenues,  said  City,  for  the 
convey.anee  of  natural  gas. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  I'ersailles  Fuel  Gas  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for 
the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract  between  the  City  of  McKeesport  and 
said  Company,  as  evidenced  by  an  ( Irdinance  of  the  said  City,  enacted  the  25th 
day  of  February,  1914,  granting  to  the  Company  the  right  to  lay  and  maintain  a 
six-inch  pipe  along  Bowman  and  Highland  Avenues,  said  City,  for  the  conveyance 
of  natural  gas. 

The  Commis.sion  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  pulilic,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th,  day!  of  May,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  as  evidenci'd  by  certified  copy  of  Ordinance,  hereto  at- 
tached . 


CERTIFICATE 
^ OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTKACT  DOCKET  NO.  110. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Bell  Tele- 
phone Gompany  of  Pennsylvania,  under  Section 
11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
1’,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
a|)proval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  Township  of  Plaverford,  Delaware 
('ount.v,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  the 
said  Township  and  acceptance  thereof,  granting 
t(j  the  Company  the  right  to  erect,  maintain  and 
opei-ate  an  aerial  and  underground  telephone 
system  within  the  limits  of  the  Township,  and 
providing  also  for  certain  free  telephone  service.. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  said  Company 
and  the  Township  of  Haverford,  Delaware  County,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance, 
enacti  d the  6th  day  of  April,  1914,  with  acceptance  thereof,  dated  the  29th  day  of 
April,  1914,  and  supplemental  agreement,  dated  the  30th  day  of  April,  1914,  grant- 
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ing  to  the  Company  the  right  to  erect,  maintain  and  operate  an  aerial  and  under- 
ground telephone  system  within  the  limits  of  the  Township,  and  providing  also  for 
certain  free  telephone  service. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  Ordinance,  acceptance  thereof  and  sup- 
plemental agreement,  attached  thereto. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  111. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Borough 
of  At’ilkinsburg  and  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and 
Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  ol  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Borough  and  said  Com- 
pany, for  the  abolition  of  grade  crossings  at 
Penn  Avenue,  South  Avenue,  Wood  Street  and 
Rebecca  Avenue,  said  Borough,  and  the  con- 
struction of  under  grade  crossings  and  the  vaca- 
tion of  certain  streets  in  said  Borough. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Borough  of  Wilkinsburg  and  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract, 
between  the  said  Borough  and  Company,  dated  the  8th  day  of  April,  1914,  for  the 
abolition  of  grade  crossings  of  the  said  Company  at  Penn  Avenue,  South  Avenue, 
Wood  Street  and  Rebecca  Avenue;  the  construction  of  under  grade  crossings  between 
Whitney  and  Pennwood  Avenues ; the  construction  of  an  under  grade  crossing  at 
Franklin  Avenue  and  the  extension  of  the  arch  over  Kelley  Avenue;  the  vacation, 
change  in  grade,  and  relocation  of  certain  streets  in  the  Borough. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  21st  day  of  May,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
^ OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  112. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  City  of 
Phil.ndelphiu,  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and 
Sections  18  and  19,  of  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contr.act  between  said  City  of  Philadelphia  and 
the  Pliiladelphia,  Baltimore  & Washington  Rail- 
road Company,  The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany, The  Schuylkill  River  East  Side  Railroad 
Company,  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad 
Company,  and  The  Philadelphia  Belt  Line  Rail- 
road Compi'.ny,  providing  for  the  abolition  of 
grade  crossings  in  that  part  of  the  City  lying 
South  of  Christian  Street  and  between  the  Dela- 
ware and  Schuylkill  Rivers. 

-Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  City  of  Philadelphia,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  ap- 
proval of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  23rd  day  of  March.  1914,  between 
the  said  City  of  Philadelphia  and  The  Philadelphia,  Baltimore  and  Washington 
Railroad  Company,  The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  The  Schuylkill  River  East 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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Side  Railroad  Company,  The  Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Company,  and  The  Phila- 
delphia Belt  Line  Railroad  Company,  providing  for  the  abolition  of  grade  crossings 
in  that  part  of  the  City  lying  south  of  Christian  Street  and  between  the  Delaware 
and  Schuylkill  Rivers,  as  authorized  by  an  ordinance  of  the  said  City  of  Philadel- 
phia, dated  February  14th,  1914. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  finds  and  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  apijlication  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience 
or  safety  of  the  public,  and  .accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  second  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached,  providing,  however,  that  Certificates  of 
Public  Convenience  must  be  applied  for  on  all  crossings  involved  and  detailed  plans 
for  the  same  submitted  with  petitions. 


MUNICIl'AL  COA^TKACT  DOCKET  NO.  113. 

In  fill'  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Butler 
I.igiir.  Heat  and  iMotor  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 11.  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Ar- 
ticle \ , of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  th(‘  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Com- 
pany and  the  Borough  of  Butler,  for  lighting  the 
Streets  of  tlie  said  Borough  for  a period  of  five 
years 

Application  being  made  to  The  Publii'  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Butler  Light,  Heat  and  iMotor  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  6th  day  of  May, 
1914,  between  the  said  Butler  laght.  Heat  and  Motor  Compnay  and  the  said 
Borough  of  Butler,  for  lighting  the  stre(>ts  of  the  said  Borough  for  a period  of 
five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  Ae  20th  day  of  May,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hei'eto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  114. 

In  the  matter  f>f  the  application  of  the  Borough  of 
Pottstown,  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and 
Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  the  said  Borough  and  the  Penn- 
syhania  Railroad  Company,  granting  to  the  said 
Borough  the  right  to  lay  and  maintain  across  the 
i-ight-of-way  and  under  the  tracks  of  the  Com- 
pany ;i  c.ist-iron  sewer  pipe  at  a point  near  Kenil- 
worth, Station. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Borough  of  Pottstown,  by  petition  in  writing,  fo  rthe  ap- 
proval of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  said  Borough  and  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company,  dated  the  11th  day  of  May,  1914,  granting  to  the  said 
Borough  the  right  to  lay  and  maintain  across  the  right-of-way  and  under  the  tracks 
of  the  Company  a cast-iron  sewer  pipe  at  a point  near  Kenilworth  Station. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessai'y  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safi'ty  <if  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  .Tune,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTPACT  DOCKET  NO.  11'). 

PHILADELPHIA  & READING  RAILWAY  ' 

COMPANY 

and  [ 

BOROUGH  OF  POTTSTOIVN. 

J 

An  application  was  tiled  by  the  Borough  of  Pottstown  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Borough  and  the  Philadelpiha  & Reading  Railway  Company, 
granting  to  the  Borough  the  right  to  construct  and  maintain  sewer  pipes  under  the 
tracks  and  right-of-way  of  the  Company. 

At  the  hearing  held  on  May  16th,  1914,  it  appeared  that  the  contract  did  not 
conform  to  the  Rules  of  Practice  of  the  Commission,  and  the  applicant  was  therefore 
granted  permission  to  withdraw  the  petition  and  submit  same  at  a later  date,  when 
a new  contract  in  proper  form  would  be  submitted . 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  IIO. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Luzerne 
County  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 11,  Article  III,  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for 
the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  Borough  of  Dorranceton,  for  lighting 
the  streets  of  the  said  Borough  for  a period  of 
ten  years.  j 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Luzerne  County  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  by  petition 
in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  31st  day  of 
December,  1913,  between  the  said  Luzerne  County  Gas  and  Electric  Company  and 
the  said  Borough  of  Dorranceton,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough  for 
a period  of  ten  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hereto  atached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  117 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Luzerne 
County  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19  Ar- 
ticle V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for 
the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  Borough  of  Luzerne,  for  lighting  the 
streets  o fthe  said  Borough  for  a peroid  of  five 
years.  j 

Application  being  made  to  H.'he  Public  Service  Commission  of  Die  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Luzerne  County  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  by  petition 
in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  2nd  day  of 
May,  1914,  between  the  said  Luzerne  County  Gas  and  Electric  Company  and  the 
said  Borough  of  Luzerne,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  said  Borough  for  a period 
of  five  years. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 
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The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTPtACT  DOCKET  NO.  118. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Luzerne  ' 
County  Cas  and  Electric  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19  Ar- 
ticle V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  - 
the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  Porough  of  Dallas,  for  lighting  the  streets 
of  the  Itorough  for  a period  of  seven  years. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  con- 
tract, dated  the  4th  day  of  IMiy,  1914,  between  the  said  Luzerne  County  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  and  the  said  Borough  of  Dallas,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the 
said  Borough  for  a period  of  seven  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  119. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  West  Penn 
Electric  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 
and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Borough 
of  Roscoe,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough 
for  a period  of  five  years.  J 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  West  Penn  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in  wriitng,  for 
the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated,  the  3rd  day  of  December,  1913, 
between  the  said  West  Penn  Electric  Company  and  the  said  Borough  of  Roscoe, 
for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  conven- 
or safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


No.  27. 
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MU^’ICirAL  ('OXTRAI'T  DOCKI^T  NO.  120. 

Ill  the  matter  of  the  applicatiou  of  the  West  Penn ’A 
Eleetric  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 

and  Sections  13  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  1 CERTIFICATE 

Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a > OF 

contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Borough  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE, 
of  South  Brownsville,  for  lighting  the  streets  of 
the  Borough  for  a period  of  five  years.  ^ 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  West  Penn  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for 
the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  8th  day  of  September,  1913, 
between  the  said  West  Penn  Electric  Company  and  the  said  Borough  of  South 
Brownsville,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1911,  ap- 
proves said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  121. 

In  the  matter  of  the  applica.tion  of  the  West  Penn  A 
Electric  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 

and  Sections  IS  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  1 CERTIFICATE 

Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a > OF 

contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Borough  PUBI.IC  CONVENIENCE, 
of  Coal  Centre,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the 
Borough  for  a period  of  five  years.  J 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  West  Penn  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for 
the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  6th  day  of  April,  1914,  be- 
tween said  West  Penn  Electric  Company  and  the  said  Borough  of  Coal  Centre, 
for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  I'orough  for  a period  of  five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation, 
convenience  or  safety  of  rne  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of 
June,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  122. 


In  the  matter  of  the  applicatiou  of  the  Westmore-'^ 
land  Electric  Company,  under  Section  11,  Ar- 
ticle III,  and  Sections  IS  and  19,  Article  V,  of 
The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  ap- 
proval of  a contract  between  said  Company  and 
the  Borough  of  Greensburg,  for  lighting  the 
streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five  years. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  by  the  Westmoreland  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  27th  day  of  September, 
191,3,  between  the  said  Westmoreland  Electric  Company  and  the  said  Borough  of 
Greensburg,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation, 
convenience  or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of 
June,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 
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M UN  I rui»  AL  CONTUAUT  DOCKET  NO.  123. 


Ii.  till'  iiiatti'v  'if  till'  application  of  the  Elizabeth- 
town and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company,  iin- 
di'i-  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and 
ID,  Article  \',  of  The  Public  Service  Company 
l.aw,  for  the  approval  of  a contract  between 
said  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Elizabethtown, 
as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  said  Borough, 
and  Supplemental  Resolution  and  Acceptance 
thereof,  granting  to  the  Company  the  right  to 
lay  and  maintain  its  tracks  upon  certain  streets 
in  said  Borough  and  operate  its  cars  thereon. 


y 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Elizabethtown  and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company,  by 
petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract  between  said 
Company  and  the  Borough  of  Elizabethtown,  as  evidenced  by  an  Ordinance  of  the 
said  Borough,  approved  the  16th  day  of  December,  1913,  and  supplemental  Resolu- 
tion of  said  Borough,  approved  the  19th  day  of  May,  1914,  and  acceptance  thereof, 
dated  May  25vh,  1914,  granting  to  the  Comiiauy  the  right  to  lay  and  maintain  its 
tracks  upon  certain  streets  in  said  Borough  and  operate  its  cars  thereon. 

The  Commis.sion  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation, 
convenience  or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of 
dune,  1914,  approves  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  said  Ordinance,  supplemental 
Resolution  and  acceptance  thereof,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  124. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Elizabeth- 
town and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company, 
under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18 
and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Com- 
pany Law,  for  the  approval  of  a contract  be- 
tween said  Company  and  the  Township  of 
Mount  Joy,  Lancaster  County,  as  evidenced  by 
Resolution  of  said  Township  and  acceptance 
thereof,  granting  to  the  Company  the  right  to 
locate  and  construct  its  railway  on  a public 
highway  leading  from  Elizabethtown  to  Plock- 
ersville,  and  on  a bridge  over  the  Conewago 
Creek  in  said  Township. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Elizabethtown  and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company,  by 
petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract  between  said 
Company  and  the  Township  of  Mount  Joy,  Jjancaster  County,  as  evidenced  by 
a Resolution  of  said  Township,  dated  the  2nd  day  of  May,  1914,  with  acceptance 
thereof,  dated  the  2nd  day  of  May,  1914,  granting  to  the  Company  the  right  to 
locate  and  construct  its  i-ailway  on  a public  highway  leading  from  Elizabethtown  to 
Hockersville  and  on  a bridge  over  the  Conewago  Creek  in  said  Township. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation, 
convenience  or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of 
June,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  said  Resolution  and  accept- 
tance  thereof,  hereby  attached. 
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MUIS'ICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  125. 

In  th('  mattor  of  the  application  of  the  Elizabeth- 
town and  Ileodate  Street  Railway  Company, 
under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18 
and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Com- 
pany Law,  for  the  approval  of  a contract  be- 
iween  s.aid  Coini)any  and  the  Township  of 
t'onewago,  ]);'.uphin  County,  as  evidenced  by  a 
itesolution  of  said  Township  and  acceptance 
tiieri'of,  granting  to  the  Company  the  right  to 
locate  and  construct  its  railway  on  a public  high- 
way known  .as  tlio  Elizabethtown  and  Hockers- 
vilie  Road  in  said  Tow’nship. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Elizabethtown  and  l.'leodate  Street  Railway  Company,  by 
petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract  between  said 
Company  and  the  Township  of  Conewago,  Dauphin  County,  as  evidenced  by  a 

resolution  of  said  Township,  dated  the  4th  day  of  IMay,  1914,  with  acceptnace 
thereof  by  the  Company,  dated  the  4th  day  of  May,  1914,  granting  to  the  Company 

the  right  to  locate  and  construct  its  railway  on  a public  highway  leading  from 
Elizabethtown  to  Hockersville . 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation, 
convenience  or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of 
June,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  said  Resolution  and  accept- 
tance  thereof,  hereby  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
V OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  12G. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Deodate  and 
Ilershey  Street  Railway  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 
Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Com- 
pany and  the  Township  of  Conewago,  Dauphin 
County,  as  evidenced  by  a Resolution  of  said 
Township,  dated  the  4th  day  of  May,  1914,  and  ^ 
acceptance  thereof  by  said  Company,  dated  May 
4th,  granting  to  the  Company  the  right  to 
locate  and  construct  its  railway  on  a public  high- 
way, known  as  the  Elizabethville  and  Hockers- 
ville Road,  from  the  Campbellstown  Road  near 
Shenk's  Cluirch  to  the  division  line  between  the 
Townships  of  Conewago  and  Derry.  ^ 


CERTIFICATE 

OP 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Deodate  and  Ilershey  Street  Railway  Company,  by  pe- 
tition in  writing,  for  the  approval  fd  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  said 
Company  and  the  Township  of  Conewago,  Dauphin  County,  as  evddenced  by  a 
resolution  of  said  Township,  dated  the  4th  day  of  iMay,  1914,  and  acceprance 
thereof  by  the  Company,  dated  the  4th  day  of  May,  1914,  granting  to  the  Company 
the  right  to  locate  and  construct  its  railway  on  a public  highway  known  as  the 
Elizabeihtown  and  Hockersville  Road,  from  the  Campbellstown  Road  near  Shenk’s 
Church  to  the  division  line  between  the  Townships  of  Conewago  and  Derry. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investig.ation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation, 
convenience  or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of 
^June,  1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  said  Resolution  and  accept- 
tance  thereof,  hereby  attached. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  127. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Deodate  and 
Hershey  Street  Railway  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 
Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
fin-  the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Com- 
pany and  the  Township  of  Derry,  Dauphin 
County,  as  evidenced  by  a Resolution  of  said 
Township  and  acceptance  thereof  by  said  Com- 
pany, granting  to  the  Company  the  right  to 
locate  and  construct  its  railway  on  certain  high- 
ways in  the  Township. 


1 


J 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Deodate  and  Ilershey  Street  Railway  Company,  by  pe- 
tition in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  said 
Company  and  the  Township  of  Dt'rry,  Dauphin  County,  as  evidenced  by  a Resolu- 
tion of  said  Township,  dated  the  2nd  day  of  ilay,  1914,  and  acceptance  thereof  by 
the  said  Company,  dated  the  2nd  day  of  Hay,  1914,  granting  to  the  Company,  the 
right  to  locate  and  construct  its  railway  on  certain  highways  in  the  Township. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessarv  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  conven- 
ience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  said  resolution  and  acceptance  thereof, 
hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  128. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pittsburgh, 

Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company 
under  Sections  5 and  11,  Article  III,  and  Sec- 
tions 12,  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Town- 
ship of  West  Deer,  Allegheny  County,  granting 
to  the  Company  the  right  to  construct  a cross- 
ing below  the  grade  of  a public  highway,  in  said 
Township,,  known  as  the  Summit  Road,  through 
the  lands  of  W.  C.  Kissick. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company, 
by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the 
22nd  day  of  Hay, 1914,  between  the  said  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Rail- 
road Company  and  the  Township  of  West  Deer,  Allegheny  County,  granting  to 
the  said  Company  the  right  to  construct  a crossing  below  the  grade  of  the  public 
highway,  in  said  Township,  known  as  the  Summit  Road,  through  the  lands  of 
W.  C.  Kissick. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  conven- 
ience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract  for  crossing  to  be  constructed  in  conformity  with  the  plans 
and  specifications  attached  thereto,  subject  to  the  following  conditions;  First — 
That  fences  on  the  sides  of  the  highway  shall  be  provided  for,  for  a suitable  dis- 
tance from  either  end  of  the  bridge ; Second — That  concrete  abutments  shall  be 
built  in  place  of  timber  abutments;  Third — That  detail  plans  and  specifications 
for  the  bridge  be  filed  with  the  Commission, 
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CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  convenience: 


MU^aCIPAL  COATPACT  L)0('KET  AO.  12'J. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pittsburgh,'^ 

Bes.s'-mer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company 
under  Sections  5 and  11,  Article  III,  and  Sec- 
tions 12,  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Town- 
ship of  IVest  Deer,  Allegheny  County,  granting 
to  the  Company  the  right  to  change  the  location 
of  a public  highway,  known  as  the  Culmerville 
and  Butler  Road,  through  lands  of  Mary  J. 

Norris,  et  al.,  and  providing  for  the  construction 
of  an  underground  crossing. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company, 
by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the 
22nd  day  of  May, 1014,  between  the  said  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Rail- 
road Company  and  the  Township  of  M’est  Deer,  Allegheny  County,  granting  to 
the  Company  the  right  to  change  the  location  of  a public  highway,  known  as  the 
CulmerviUe  and  Butler  Road,  through  lands  of  Mary  J.  Norris,  et  al.,  and  pro- 
viding for  the  construction  of  an  underground  crossing. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  conven- 
ience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  said  contract  and  crossing,  in  conformity  with  the  plans  and  specifications 
attached  to  said  contract,  subject  to  the  following  condition:  That  detail  plans 

and  specifications  for  the  bridge  be  filed  with  the  Commission. 


MUAICIPAL  COATEACT  DOCKET  AO.  130. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pittsburgh, 

Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company 
under  Sections  5 and  11,  Article  III,  and  Sec- 
tions 12,  18  and  19,  Article  Y,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Town- 
ship of  West  Deer,  Allegheny  County,  granting 
to  the  Company  the  right  to  construct  a tempo- 
rary overhead  crossing  on  the  public  highway. 

Known  as  the  Batz  Road,  near  lands  of  the 
Ford  Collieries  Company,  said  Township. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  oy  the  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company, 
by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the 
22nd  day  of  May,  1914,  between  the  said  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Rail- 
road Company  and  the  Township  of  West  Deer,  Allegheny  County,  granting  to 
the  Company  the  right  to  construct  a temporary  overhead  crossing  on  the  public 
highway,  known  as  the  Butz  Road,  near  lands  of  the  Ford  Collieries  Company, 
said  Township. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  tor  the  service,  accommodation,  conven- 
ience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  said  contract  and  crossing,  in  conformity  with  the  plans  and  specifications 
attached  to  said  contract,  subject  to  the  following  conditions:  First — That  this 
crossing  is  to  be  temporary  and  to  exist  until  the  said  Butz  Road  is  abandoned  by 
proper  authority ; Second— In  the  event  that  the  Railroad  Company  is  unable  to 
secure  the  abandonment  of  the  present  location  of  the  said  Batz  Road,  the  tempo- 
rary bridge  over  the  said  highway  shall  be  changed  into  a permanent  structure,  the 
plans  for  the  said  permanent  structure  to  be  approved  by  the  Commission. 
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MUXICII'AL  CONTRACT  T>OCKr]T  NO.  131. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pittsburgh,^ 
Ile.ssomer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company 
under  Sections  .5  and  11,  Article  III,  and  Sec- 
tions 12,  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a v 
contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Town- 
shii)  of  est  Deer,  Allegheny  County,  granting 
to  the  Company  the  right_  to  construct  a crossing 
below  grade,  on  a public  highway,  known  as 
( 'Inu'ch  Road,  in  said  Township.  ^ 


CERTIFICATE 

OP 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Penn.sylvania  b.v  the  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company, 
by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the 
27th  day  of  May,  1914,  between  the  said  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Rail- 
road Company  and  the  Township  of  West  Deer,  Allegheny  County,  granting  to 
the  Company  the  right  to  construct  r.  crossing  below  grade,  on  a public  highway, 
known  as  Church  Road,  in  said  Township,  about  one-third  of  a mile  from  Mine 
No.  3 of  the  Fords  Colliery  Company. 

The  Commission  now,  after  inve.«tigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  conven- 
ience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  said  contract  and  crossing,  in  conformity  with  the  plans  and  specifications 
attached  to  said  contract,  sub.iect  to  the  following  conditions:  First — That  fences 

be  placed  on  either  side  of  the  road  along  the  filled  approaches  to  and  from  the 
bridge ; Second — That  detail  pl.ans  and  specifications  for  the  bridge  be  filed  with 
the  Commission . 


MUNICIT'AL  rONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  132. 

In  the  mattei-  of  the  application  of  the  Pittsburgh, 

Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company 
under  Sections  o and  11,  Article  III,  and  Sec- 
tions 12,  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Town- 
ship of  Clinton,  Butler  County,  granting  to  the 
Company  the  right  to  change  the  location  of  the 
inibli<'  highway,  known  as  the  Butler,  Saxonburg 
and  Culmerville  Road,  in  said  Township,  and 
providing  for  the  construction  of  crossing  at 
.grade . ^ 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company, 
by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the 
22nd  day  of  May,  1914,  between  the  said  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Rail- 
road Company  and  the  Township  of  Clinton,  Butler  County,  granting  to  the  Com- 
pany the  right  to  change  the  location  of  the  public  highway,  known  as  the  Butler, 
Saxonburg  and  Culmerville  Road,  in  said  Township,  and  providing  for  the  con- 
struction of  crossing  at  grade. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  conven- 
ience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  .Tune,  1914, 
approves  said  contract  hereto  attached,  and  re-location  of  said  public  highway,  and 
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proposed  grade  crossing,  in  conformity  with  the  plan.s  and  specilicatiuns  attached 
to  said  contract,  subject  to  the  following  conditions:  First — That  cattle-guard 

fences  shall  be  erected  ; and  Second — This  crossing  shall  be  considered  in  the  ntiture 
of  a temporary  crossing,  for  which  overhead  or  undergrouiul  crossing  will  be  sub- 
stituted when  ordered  by  the  Commission . 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKUT  No.  133. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Bell  Tele- 
phone Company  of  Pennsylvania,  under  Section 
il.  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for 
the  approval  of  a contract,  as  evidenced  by  an 
Ordinance  of  the  Borough  of  Dorraneeton,  and 
and  acceptance  thereof,  with  an  additional  agree- 
ment between  said  Company  and  Borough,  grant- 
ing to  the  Company  the  right  to  construct,  main- 
tain and  operate  an  aerial  and  underground  tele- 
phone system,  within  the  limits  of  the  Borough, 
and  providing  for  certain  free  telephone  service.. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  bj^  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  by  [tetition 
in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  tis  evidenced  by  an 
Ordinance  of  the  Borough  of  Dorraneeton,  approved  the  5th  day  of  May  1914,  and 
with  acceptance  thereof  by  the  Company,  dated  the  12th  day  of  May,  1914,  and 
supplemental  agreement,  dated  the  29th  day  of  April,  1914,  granting  to  the  Coini)any 
the  right  to  construct,  maintain  and  operate  an  aerial  and  underground  telephone 
system,  within  the  limits  of  the  Borough,  and  providing  for  certain  free  telephone 
service. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  jiecessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  or 
safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914,  ap- 
proves the  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  Ordinance,  acceptance  and  supplemental 
agreement,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF. 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  134. 


In  the  matter  of  the  ai)i)lication  of  The  Bell  Tele-'' 
phone  Compr,n>  of  Pennsylvania,  under  Section 
il.  Article  111.  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for 
the  ai)provnl  of  a contract  between  said  Com- 
jiany  and  the  Borough  of  Lehighton,  granting 
certain  free  telephone  service  to  the  Borough.  J 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commi-ssion  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylv.-inia,  by  petition 
in  writing  for  the  approval  if  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  20th  day  of 
April,  1914,  between  the  said  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Penirsylvania  and  the 
.said  Borough  of  Ijohighton,  granting  certain  free  telephone  service  to  the  Borough. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  detcT'inines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  conven- 
ience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  .luiie,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract  hereto  attached. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTEACT  DOCKET  NO.  135. 

ill  tli!.‘  luatter  of  the  application  of  The  Dell  Tele-  ' 
plioiie  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  under  Section 
11,  Article  111,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for 
the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Com- 
pany and  the  Borough  of  Austin,  granting  cer- 
tain free  telephone  service  to  the  Borough  and 
installing  two  Moore  Gongs  in  the  plant  of  the 
Bayles  Pulp  and  I’aper  Mill. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  by  petition 
in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  6th  day  of 
November,  1913,  and  supplemental  resolution  of  the  Borough  of  Austin,  dated  the 
4th  day  of  May,  1914,  and  acceptance  thereof,  dated  the  9th  day  of  May,  1914, 
granting  certain  free  telephone  service  to  the  said  Borough,  and  also  contract  dated 
the  6th  day  of  April,  1914,  providing  for  the  installation  of  two  Moore  Gongs  at  the 
plant  of  the  Bayles  Pulp  and  Paper  Mill. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  ,jTnd  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  conven- 
ience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contracts,  resolution  and  acceijtance,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTEACT  DOCKET  NO.  13(j. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Annville 
and  Palmyra  Electric  Light  Company,  under 
Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 

Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  aproval  of  a contract  heweeu  said  Com- 
pany and  the  Borough  of  Palmyra,  for  lighting 
the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five 
years. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Annville  and  Palmyi-a  Electric  Light  Company,  by  petition 
in,  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  23rd  day  of 
May,  1914,  between  the  said  Annville  and  Palmyra  Electric  Light  Company  and 
the  said  Borough  of  Palmyra,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of 
five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  conven- 
ience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  .Tune,  1914, 
approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTEACT  DOCKET  NO.  137. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Reading^ 

Transit  and  Light  Company,  under  Section  11, 

Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  1 CERTIFICATE 

of  Th(>  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  ap-  > OF 

proval  of  a contract  between  said  Company  and  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 

the  City  of  Lebanon,  for  lighting  the  streets  of 

the  City  for  a period  of  five  years.  J 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Reading  Transit  and  I.ight  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  21st  day  of  May,  1914, 
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between  the  said  Reading  Transit  and  Light  Coinr)any  and  the  said  City  of 
Lebanon,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  City  for  a period  of  live  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  neces-sary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  conven- 
ience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914, 
proves  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTPACT  DOCKET  NO.  138. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  London 
Crove  Township  Light  Company,  under  Section 
11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  Township  of  London  Grove,  Chester 
<:ouiity,  granting  to  said  Company  the  right  to 
construct  and  maintain  and  operate  poles,  wires, 
etc . , on  the  highways  of  said  Township  for  the 
distribution  of  electricity  to  be  used  for  light, 
heat  and  power. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Imndon  Grove  Township  Light  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  said  Company 
and  the  Township  of  London  Grove,  Chester  County,  as  evidenced  by  a resolution 
of  said  Township,  dated  the  26th  day  of  November,  1913,  and  supplemental  resolu- 
tion, dated  the  4th  day  of  M.arch.  1914,  granting  to  said  Company  the  right  to 
construct,  maintain  and  operate  poles,  wires,  etc.,  on  the  highways  of  said  Town- 
ship for  the  distribution  of  electricity  to  be  used  for  light,  heat  and  power. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June, 
1914,  approves  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  the  resolutions  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  139. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  East  Marl- 
borough Township  Light  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 

Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  approval  of  a contract  between  said  Com- 
pany and  the  Township  of  East  Marlborough, 

Chester  County,  granting  to  said  Company  the 
right  to  construct,  maintain  and  operate  poles, 
wires , etc . , on  the  highways  of  said  Township 
for  the  distribution  of  electricity  to  be  used  for 
iight,  heat  and  power. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  East  Marlborough  Township  Light  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  l)etween  the  said  Company 
and  the  Township  of  East  Marlborough,  Chester  County,  as  evidenced  by  a resolution 
of  said  Township,  dated  the  24th  day  of  November,  1913,  and  supplemental  resolu- 
tion, dated  the  17th  day  of  March,  1914,  granting  to  said  Company  the  right  to 
construct,  maintain  and  operate  poles,  wires,  etc.,  oji  the  highways  of  s.aid  Town- 
ship for  the  distribution  of  electricity  to  be  used  for  light,  heat  and  power. 


CERTIFICATE 
y OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June, 
1914,  approves  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  the  resolutions  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  COXTPACT  DOCKET  NO.  140. 

Ill  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  New  Gar- 
den Township  Light  Company,  under  Section  11, 

Article-  111,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
appreval  of  a contract  between  said  Company  and 
the  Township  of  New  Garden,  Chester  County, 
granting  to  said  Company  the  right  to  construct, 
mamtam  and  operate  poles,  wires,  etc.,  on  the 
highways  of  .said  Township  for  the  distribution 
of  electricity  to  be  used  for  light,  heat  and 
power . 

Application  being  made  ti?  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  New  Garden  Township  Light  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  said  Company 
and  the  Township  of  New  Garden,  Chester  County,  as  evidenced  by  a resolution 
of  said  Township,  dated  the  25th  day  of  November,  1913,  and  supplemental  resolu- 
tion, dated  the  4th  day  of  April,  1914,  granting  to  said  Company  the  right  to 
construct,  maintain  and  operate  poles,  wires,  etc.,  on  the  highways  of  said  Town- 
ship for  the  distribution  of  electricity  to  be  used  for  light,  heat  and  power. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  June 
1914,  approves  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  the  resolutions,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PURLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  141. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Kennett 
Township  Light  Company,  under  Section  11, 

Article  HI,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  Township  of  Kennett,  Chester  County, 
granling  to  said  Company  the  right  to  construct, 
maintain  and  operate  poles,  wires,  etc.,  on  the 
highways  of  said  Township,  for  the  distribution 
ot  ehctricity  to  be  used  for  light,  heat  and 
power. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Kennett  Township  light  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  said  Company  and 
the  Township  of  Kennett,  Chester  County,  as  evidenced  by  a Resolution  of  said 
Township,  dated  the  24th  day  of  November,  1913,  and  supplemental  Resolution, 
dated  the  5th  day  of  March,  1914,  granting  to  said  Company  the  right  to  con-, 
struct,  maintain  and  operate  poles,  wires,  etc.,  on  the  highways  of  said  Township, 
for  the  distribution  of  electricity  to  be  used  for  light,  heat  and  power. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  salety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June, 
1914,  approves  said  contraca,  as  evidenced  by  the  Resolutions,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PURLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTKACT  DOCKET  NO.  142. 


Li  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  West 
Grove  Borough  lught  Company,  under  Section 
11,  Article  111,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  Borough  of  West  Grove,  Chester  County, 
granting  to  said  Company  the  right  to  construct 
maintain  and  operate  poles,  wires,  etc.,  on  the 
streets  of  said  Borough,  for  the  distribution  of 
electricity  to  be  used  for  light,  heat  and  power. 


> 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  West  Grove  Borough  I.ight  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  said  Company  and;  the 
Borough  of  AVest  Grove,  Chester  County,  as  evidenced  by  an  ordinance  of  said 
Borough,  enacted  the  17th  day  of  November,  1913,  and  supplemental  Resolution, 
dated  the  5th  day  of  March,  1914,  granting  to  said  Company  the  right  to  construct, 
maintain  and  operate  poles,  wires,  etc.,  on  the  streets  of  said  Boruogh  for  the 
di.stribution  of  electricity  to  be  used  for  light,  heat  and  power. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June, 
1914,  approves  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  said  ordinance  and  supplemental 
Resolution,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTEACT  DOCKET  NO.  143. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Avondale  ' 
Borough  Light  Company,  under  Section  11, 
Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  the  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
aproval  of  a contract  between  said  Company  and 
the  Borough  of  Avondale,  Chester  County,  grant- 
ing to  said  Company  the  right  to  construct, 
maintain  and  operate  poles,  wires,  etc.,  on  the 
streets  of  said  Borough,  for  the  distribution  of 
electricity  to  be  used  for  light,  heat  and  power.  . 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Avondale  Borough  Light  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  between  the  said  Company  and  the 
Borough  of  xivondale,  Chester  County,  as  evidenced  by  an  ordinance  of  said  Borough 
enacted  the  11th  day  of  November,  1913,  and  supplemental  resolution,  dated  the  3rd 
day  of  March,  1914,  granting  to  said  Company  the  right  to  construct,  maintain  and 
operate  poles,  wires,  etc.,  on  the  streets  of  said  Borough,  for  the  distribution  of 
electricity  to  be  used  for  light,  heat  and  power. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June, 
1914,  approves  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  said  Ordinance  and  supplemental 
Resolution,  hereto  attached. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  144. 


Ill  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  WellsboroA 
Water  Company,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 
anti  Sections  LS  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a con-  )>- 
tract  between  said  Company  and  the  Borough  of 
Wellsboro,  for  furnishing  water  to  said  Borough 
for  lire  protection  for  a period  of  ten  years.  ^ 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Wellsboro  Water  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for 
the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  27th  day  of  April,  1914,  be- 
tween the  said  Wellsboro  Water  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Wellsboro,  for 
furnishing  water  to  the  said  Borough  for  fire  protection  for  a period  of  ten 
years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  14.5. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Kittanning 
Electric  Light  Company,  under  Section  11,  Ar- 
ticle III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  > 
approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  Borough  of  Kittanning,  for  lighting  the 
streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five  years. > 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Kittanning  Electric  Light  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  15th  day  of  May,  1914, 
between  the  said  Kittanning  Electric  Light  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Kittan- 
ning, for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  146. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Edison^ 
Light  and  Power  Company,  under  Section  11, 
Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  ^ 
approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  Borough  of  Hallam,  for  lighting  the 
streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five  years. .y 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Edison  Light  and  Power  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  23rd  day  of  March,  1914, 
between  the  said  Edison  Light  and  Power  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Hallam, 
for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five  years. 
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The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June, 
1P14,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  147. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  City  of  Erie, 
under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and 
19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company 
Law,  for  the  approval  of  a contract  between  said 
City  and  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 
for  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  a siding 
in  said  City,  connecting  with  the  garbage  un- 
loading station . 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  City  of  Erie,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of 
a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  20th  day  of  April,  1914,  between  the  said 
City  of  Erie  and  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  for  the  construction  and 
maintenance  of  a siding  in  said  City,  connecting  with  the  garbage  unloading 
station . 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  liej'eto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

01' 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  148. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Harrisburg 
Light  and  Power  Company,  under  Section  11, 

Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  the  City  of  Harrisburg,  for  the  installation, 
maintenance  and  lighting  of  sixteen  ornamental 
standards  in  said  City  for  a period  of  eight 
years . 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Harrisburg  Light  and  Power  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  16th  day  of  May, 
1914,  between  the  said  Harrisburg  Light  and  Power  Company  and  the  City  of 
Harrisburg,  for  the  installation,  maintenance  and  lighting  of  sixteen  ornamental 
standards  in  said  City,  to  be  located  at  points  mentioned  in  said  contract,  for  a 
period  of  eight  years. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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MUNICirAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  KO.  149. 


In  the  matter  of  the  apijlication  of  R.  P>.  Meyers 
and  the  Borough  of  Areudtsville,  under  Section 
11,  Article  HI,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  two  contracts  between  said  Company 
and  Borough,  the  lirst  granting  to  the  Company  - 
the  right  to  construct,  maintain  and  operate 
poles,  wires,  etc.,  on  the  streets  of  said  Bor- 
ough for  supplying  light,  etc.,  by  electricity,  and 
the  second  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough 
for  a period  of  five  years. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  R.  B.  Meyers  and  the  Borough  of  Areudtsville,  by  petition 
in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  two  certain  written  contracts,  the  first  contract, 
as  evidenced  by  an  ordinance  of  the  Borough  of  Areudtsville,  approved  the  11th 
day  of  IMay,  1914,  with  acceptance  thereof,  dated  the  13th  day  of  May,  1914,  granting 
to  the  Company  the  right  to  construct,  maintain  and  operate  poles,  wures,  etc., 
on  the  streets  of  the  Borough,  for  supplying  light,  etc.,  by  electricity;  and  the 
second  contract,  dated  the  11th  day  of  May,  1914,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the 
Borough  for  a period  of  five  years,  botli;  said  contracts  being  betw'een  said  R.  B. 
Meyers  and  the  Borougli  of  Areudisville . 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  fi.>r  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  .and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June, 
1914,  approves  said  contracts,  as  evidenced  by  said  Ordinance,  acceptance  and 
agreement,  hereto  attached. 


MUNICirAL  rONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  150. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Borough  of 
IVilmerding,  under  Section  11,  Article  III,  and 
Section  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  a con- 
tract lietween  said  Borough  and  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railro.ad  Company,  granting  to  the  Bor- 
ough the  right  to  construct  and  maintain  a cast- 
iron  storm  sewer  across  the  tracks  and  yight-  of- 
\vay  of  the  Company. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  liorough  of  M’ilmerding,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the 
approval  of  a certain  written  contr.act,  between  said  Borough  and  the  Pennsylvania 
Railroad  Company,  dated  the  18th  day  of  March,  1914,  granting  to  the  Borough 
the  right  to  construct  and  maintain  a cast  iron  storm  sewer  across  the  tracks  and 
right-of-way  of  the  said  Company,  at  a point  15,056  feet  west  from  the  junction  of 
East  Pittsburgh  Branch  with  tlie  Turtle  Creek  Branch  of  said  Railroad  Company. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  .Tune, 
1914,  approves  said  contract,  hereto  attaclied,  subject  to  the  following  conditions: 
That  this  sewer  shall  not  be  used  for  other  than  storm  and  surface  drainage,  unless 
a permit  be  obtained  from  the  Commissioner  of  Health  of  Pennsylvania. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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MUXTCIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  151. 

Ill  the  matter  of  the  application  of  George  B. 

Galey,  et  al.,  under  Section  11,  Article  III, 

.ind  Section.s  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law.  for  the  approval  of  a 
contract  between  said  Company  and  the  Borough 
of  ’Wampum,  granting  said  Company  the  right 
to  construct,  maintain  and  operate  main  and 
' supply  pipes  on  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for 
supplying  natural  and  artificial  gas. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  George  B.  Galey,  et  al.,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  ap- 
proval of  a certain  written  contract,  as  evidenced  by  an  ordinance  of  said  Borough, 
enacted  the  31st  day  of  December,  1913,  certified  as  of  the  loth  day  of  June,  1914, 
between  the  said  Company  and  the  Borough  of  Wampum,  granting  to  said  Company 
the  right  to  construct,  maintain  and  operate  main  and  supply  pipes  on  the  streets 
of  the  Borough  for  supplying  natural  and  artificial  gas. 

The  Commission  now,  after  inve.stigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June, 
1914,  approves  said  contract,  as  evidenced  by  Ordinance  and  acceptance  thereof, 
hereto  attached. 


/ 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTPvACT  DOCKET  NO.  152. 


Ill  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Harrisburg^ 
Light  and  Power  Company,  under  Section  11, 
Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  a contract  between  said  Company 
and  tbe  Borough  of  Dauphin,  for  lighting  the 
streets  of  said  Borough  for  a period  of  five  years.  J 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Harrisburg  Light  and  Power  Company,  by  petition  in  writ- 
ing, for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  27th  day  of  May,  1914, 
between  the  said  Harrisburg  Light  and  Power  Company  and  the  Borough  of 
Dauphin,  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  Borough  for  a period  of  five  pears. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 
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MUNICIPAL  CONTRACT  DOCKET  NO.  153. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Township 
of  Haverford,  Delaware  County,  under  Section 
11,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for 
the  api)roval  of  a*  contract  between  said  Town- 
ship and  the  Philadelphia  and  Western  Railway 
Company,  granting  to  the  Township  the  right 
to  construct  and  maintain  a cast-iron  drain  pipe 
aeros.s  and  under  the  tracks  and  along  the  right- 
of-way  of  the  Railway  Company,  at  a point 
near  the  west  end  of  Haverford  Station. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Township  of  Haverford,  Delaware  County,  by  petition 
in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  a certain  written  contract,  dated  the  9th  day  of 
May,  1914,  between  the  said  Township  of  Haverford  and  the  Philadelphia  and 
Western  Railway  Company,  granting  to  the  Township  the  right  to  construct  and 
maintain  a cast-iron  drain  pipe  across  and  under  the  tracks  and  along  the  right- 
of-way  of  the  Railway  Company,  at  a point  near  the  west  end  of  Haverford 
Station. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con 
venience  or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  June, 
1914,  approves  the  said  contract,  hereto  attached. 
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CERTIFICATES  OF  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE  APPROVING  INCORPORA- 
TIONS, MERGERS,  ABOLITION  OF  GRADE  CROSSINGS,  ETC.,  AND 
CERTIFICATES  OF  VALUATION  ISSUED  BETWEEN  JANUARY  I, 
1914  AND  JUNE  30,  1914. 


The  following  applications  for  Certificates  of  Public  Convenience  were  filed  ana 
determined  by  The  Public  Service  Commission  between  January  1,  1914  and 
June  30,  1914,  inclusive,  and  except  where  otherwise  noted.  Certificates  of  Pub- 
lic Convenience  were  issued  without  a special  report  and  order  of  the  Commission. 

No.  1 — Borough  of  Butler — Report  and  Order  filed. 

No.  2 — Lehigh  Navigation  Electric  Company. 

No.  3 — Red  Hill  Gas  Company. 

No.  4 — Green  Lane  Gas,  Fuel  and  Heat  Company. 

No.  5 — Montour  Railroad  Company. 

No.  6 — Macungie  Gas  Company. 

No.  7 — Macungie  Gas  and  Fuel  Company. 

No.  8 — Fleetwood  Gas  and  Fuel  Company. 

No.  9 — Perkiomen  Gas  and  Fuel  Company. 

No.  10 — Citizens’  Taxicab  Company  of  Erie. 

No.  11 — Consolidated  Water  Company- Report  and  Order  filed. 

No.  12 — Raystown  iV’ater  Power  Company — Report  and  Order  filed. 

No.  13 — Borough  of  Martinsburg. 

No.  14 — Allegheny  Auto  Livery  Company. 

No.  L5 — Easton  and  Western  Railroad  Company. 

No.  16 — Lake  Shore  and  Michigan  Southern  Railway  Company. 

No.  17 — Pittsburgh  and  Butler  Street  Railway  Company,  et  al. 

No.  18 — Borough  of  Richland. 

No.  19 — Lancaster  City  Street  Railway  Company. 

No.  20 — Farmers’  Telephone  Company 
No.  21 — West  Easton  Water  Company. 

No.  22— Palmer  Township  Water  Company. 

No.  23 — Central  Taxicab  and  Transfer  Company  of  Reading,  Pa. 

No.  24 — Motor  Transit  Company,  Inc. 

No.  23 — Tarentum  Auto  Transit  Company. 

No.  26— Bedford  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company. 

No.  30 — Ray.stown  Water  Power  Company. 

No.  .33 — Foco  Oil  Company. 

No.  .3.3 — Shenandoah  Valley  Transportation  Company. 

No.  36— Panther  Valley  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Companv. 

No.  37— Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  et  al.— Report  and  Order  filed. 

No.  38 — Montour  Railroad  Company. 

No.  39 — Montour  Railroad  Company. 

No.  40 — Montour  Railroad  Company. 

No.  41 — Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  et  al. 

No.  42 — The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania. 

No.  43 — The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania. 

No.  44 — Petroleum  Telephone  Company. 

No.  45 — Hamilton  Oil  and  Gas  Company. 

No.  46 — Coffee  Run  Oil  and  Gas  Company. 

No.  47 — Lansdale  Ice  and  Storage  Company. 

No.  48 — Universal  Ice  and  Cold  Storage  Company. 

No.  49 — Beaver  Natural  Gas  Company 
No.  50 — Peerless  Oil  and  Gas  Company. 

No.  51 — Pennsylvania  Utilities  Company. 

No.  ,32 — South  Hills  Transportation  Ci.unpany. 

No.  ,33 — American  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  et  al. 

No.  54 — Kutztown  Water  Company. 

No.  55 — The  Bethlehem  Electric  Liglit  Company. 

No.  56 — The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 

No.  57 — The  Gleasonton  and  Paddy’s  Run  Railroad  Company. 

No.  5.S — Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Company. 

No.  59 — The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  et  al. 

No.  60 — Langhorne  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company. 

No.  61 — Penn-Green  Gas  Company. 

No.  62 — The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania. 

No.  63— Delaware,  Lackawanna  and  "Western  Railroad  Company. 
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No.  65 — Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  et  al. 

No.  66 — Auburn  Electric  Light,  Heat  a.nd  Power  Company,  et  al. 
No.  68 — Cementon  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company, 

No.  70 — Lehigh  County  Electric  Company.  ' 

No.  71 — Lancaster  and  P>erks  Railway  Company. 

No.  72 — The  Blue  Mountain  Consolidated  AVator  Company. 

No.  73 — The  Heirs  of  Jcdin  Murrin,  Deceased. 

No.  74 — York,  Hanover  and  Frederick  Railroad  Company,  et  al. 
No.  7.‘‘ — Springboro  Independent  Telephone  Company. 

No  76 — Butler-Highlields  Water  Company. 

No.  77 — Buffalo,  Rochester  and  Pittsburgh  Railway  Company. 
No.  7S — Hanover  Water  Company  of  Lehigh  County. 

No.  79 — Bethlehem  Water  Company. 

No.  80 — Coaldale  Electric  Company. 

No.  81 — Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Company. 

No.  82 — Ephrata  and  Lebanon  Traction  Company. 

No.  8.3 — Ephrata  and  Lebanon  Street  Rfiilway  Company. 

No.  84 — The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  et  al. 

No.  85 — The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  et  al. 

No.  S6 — The  Pennsylvania  R.ailroad  Company. 

No,  87 — Bethlehem  City  Water  Company. 

No.  88 — Elizabethtown  .and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company. 

No.  80 — Deodate  and  Hershey  Street  Rr.ilway  Company. 

No.  90 — Elizabethtown  and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company. 

No.  92 — Lehigh  and  New  England  Railway  Company, 

No.  97 — Elizabethtown  and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company. 

No.  98 — Deodate  and  Hershey  Street  Railway  Company. 


DISPOSITION  BY  COMMISSION  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
CERTIFICATE  OF  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


APPLICATEON  DOCKET  NO.  1. 

The  petition  of  the  Borough  of  Butler  for  the  issuance  of  a Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  approving  the  location  and  erection  of  a Viaduct  in  the  Borough  over 
the  tracks  and  facilities  of  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company  and  the 
Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company,  and  the  apportioning  of  the  cost  of 
the  construction  of  such  Viaduct. 


REPORT. 

Pennypacher , Commissioner: 

The  Borough  of  Butler  situated  in  the  County  of  Butler  has  a popula- 
tion of  about  twenty-live  thoirsaud.  I'he  Conoquenessing  Creek  flowing 
through  a narrow  valley  between  rather  high  hills  divides  the  town  into 
two  parts.  Upon  the  north  side  live  about  twenty  thousand  people, 
and  upon  the  south  side  five  thousand.  Center  Avenue  is  the  principal 
thoroughfare,  and  crossing  the  creek,  it  connects  the  two  parts  of  the 
borough. 

The  double  track  main  line  of  the  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie 
Railroad  Company,  operated  by  the  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad 
Company,  crosses  Center  Avenue  at  grade,  and  runs  immediately  north 
of  the  Creek.  This  railroad  does  a large  freight  business,  and  trains 
running  east  and  west  across  Center  Avenue  at  frequent  intervals  both 
day  and  night. 

The  m.ain  track  and  two  sidings  of  the  Pittsburgh  and  Western  Railroad 
Company,  operated  and  owned  by  the  Baltimore , and  Ohio  Railroad 
Company,  cross  Center  Avenue  at  grade  a short  distance  south  of  the 
Creek.  All  of  the  passenger  and  freight  trains  of  the  Northern  Division 
of  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company',  all  of  the  passenger  and 
freight  trains  of  the  Buffalo,  Rochester  and  Pittsburgh  Railroad  Com- 
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pany,  and  the  passienger  trains  of  the  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad 
Company  cross  Center  Avenue  durins  the  day  and  night.  Cars  and 
trains  from  the  yards  of  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company, 
which  lie  directly  tc.  the  east  of  Center  Avenue,  are  daily  shifted  over 
this  crossing.  The  Butler  Passenger  Railway  Company,  or  its  successor, 
the  Pittsburgh  and  Butler  Passenger  Railway  Company,  has  tracks  in 
the  streets  in  both  parts  of  the  Borough,  but  has  no  tracks  on  Center 
Avenue  which  cross  the  railroads  or  the  creek. 

At  an  election  held  November  ITth,  1911,  the  electors  of  the  Borough 
of  Butler  authorized  the  municipal  authorities  to  increase  its  indebtedness 
in  the  sum  of  $90,000.00  for  the  purpose  of  constructing  an  elevated 
street  or  highway  from  the  end  of  East  Wayne  Street  at  McKean  Street, 
an  extension  of  Center  Avenue  on  the  north  side  of  the  Creek,  to  Fair- 
view  Avenue  on  the  south  side  of  the  Creek,  and  along  Fairview  Avenue 
to  Center  Avenue.  Thereupon  the  municipal  authorities  by  ordinance 
enacted  June  4th,  1912,  ordained  the  opening  of  a public  street  from 
the  eastern  end  of  East  Wayne  Street  in  the  Borough  of  Butler  to  a 
point  on  Fairview  Avenue,  north  of  Center  Avenue,  of  the  width  of 
forty-five  feet,  including  footways,  to  cross  the  rights  of  way  of  the 
above  mentioned  railroads,  and  to  be  an  elevated  public  street  having 
a clearance  “of  at  least  twenty-seven  feet  over  the  rails  of  the  Pittsburgh, 
Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad,  and  at  least  twenty-two  feet  over 
the  rails  of  the  Pittsburgh  and  Western  Railroad”  and  “to  be  supported 
on  pedestals  set  in  pairs.” 

The  petition  of  the  borough  of  Butler  set  forth  the  above  facts,  inter 
alia,  and  alleged  that  the  proposed  structure  was  in  accordance  with  a 
survey  of  the  Borough  engineer  and  plans  submitted  to  the  Commission, 
that  the  estimated  cost  of  the  entire  improvement  exclusive  of  dam- 
ages to  private  property  is  .$89,914.o0,  that  the  damages  to  private  prop- 
erty will  not  be  in  excess  of  $10,000.00,  that  the  Borough  had  been  un- 
able to  come  to  an  agreement  with  the  railroad  companies  and  the  street 
railway  company  affected,  and  thaa  “the  proposed  highway  is  necessary 
for  the  accommodation  of  the  public,  and  will  provide  a safe,  easy  and 
convenient  means  of  travel  between  the  two  parts  of  the  Borough,  and 
will  practically  eliminate  all  of  Die  travel  over  the  railroad  grade  cross- 
ings on  Center  Avenue,  excepting  vehicle  travel  to  and  from  the  Balti- 
more and  Ohio  freight  depot.” 

The  petition  then  prayed  the  Commission  to  issue  a Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  for  the  proposed  highway,  to  approve  the  route,  plans, 
and  form  of  construction  not  to  exceed  fifty  feet  in  width,  to  approve 
the  provision  of  the  ordinance  providing  the  terms  and  manner  in  which 
a street  railway  or  trolley  company  may  cross  and  use  the  highway, 
and  to  decree  that  one-half  of  the  cost  of  the  structure  be  paid  by  the 
railroads. 

The  Pittsburgh  and  Western,  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio,  the  Pittsburgh, 
Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie,  and  the  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad 
Companies  made  answer,  setting  forth  inter  alia  that  there  were  several 
other  better  and  less  injurious  locations  for  said  viaduct,  that  the  pro- 
portion of  cost  they  were  asked  to  pay  is  unjust  and  unreasonable,  that 
inasmuch  as  no  grade  crossing  is  abolished  over  said  railroads  or  any 
of  them,  and  only  an  additional  burden  is  imposed,  they  should  not  be 
reipiired  to  contribute  anything,  that  the  County  of  P.utler  should  be  made 
a party  and  be  required  to  contribute,  and  that  the  petition  is  incomplete 
and  defective. 

The  Butler  Passenger  Railway  Company  made  answer  setting  forth 
in  substance  that  it  already  had  the  right  by  ordinance  to  occupy  any 
street  or  highway,  that  the  limitations  in  the  ordinance  to  be  imposed  on 
it  are  illegal,  and  that  the  payments  required  by  the  ordinance  to  be 
paid  by  it  are  unreasonable. 

The  Borough  of  Butler  subsequently  filed  an  amendment  to  its  petition, 
asking  leave  to  make  the  County  of  Butler  a party  Respondent,  to  which 
the  County  filed  an  answer  denying  the  right  of  the  Borough  to  require 
it  to  become  a party  to  the  proceeding. 

The  Commission,  in  an  effort  to  reach  a correct  solution  of  what  is 
conceded  to  be  a difficult  and  complicated  situation,  held  three  hearings, 
at  no  one  of  which  did  any  of  the  Respondents  present  testimony . It 
sent  its  Engineer  to  the  Borough  of  Butler,  and  he  made  to  it  an  elaborate 
written  report.  Two  members  of  the  Commission  went  to  Butler  and 
made  a personal  examination  of  the  situation. 

The  town  of  Butler  is  built  upon  rather  high  hills,  and  is  divided 
into  two  parts  by  the  creek  running  thi-ough  a narrow  valley,  along 
which  are  the  railroad  tracks.  The  crossing  at  Center  Avenue  is  a 
dangerous  and  much  obstructed  gi'nde  crossing,  so  much  so,  that  the 
Butler  Passenger  Railway  Company  has  never  Laid  tracks  to  run  between 
the  two  parts  of  the  town 
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The  proposed  elovatocl  structure  is  an  attempt  after  years  of  effort  and 
consultation  to  solve  the  clifliculty . As  shown  by  the  plans  fih'd  with  the 
Commission,  it  will  be  laid  out  .ipproximately  parallel  with  Center  Ave- 
nue from  a point  in  McKean  Street,  a continuation  of  Center  Avenue  in 
the  north  part  of  the  town,  to  a point  on  Center  Avenue  in  the  south 
part  of  the  town.  Wlnu-e  it  crosses  the  railroads  at  an  elevation,  it  will 
be  about  one  hundred  and  fifty  feet  east  of  Center  Avenue. 

Some  light  upon  the  value  of  ihe  proposition  is  given  by  the  conduct 
of  the  parties.  Tlie  I'ittsburgh  and  M'estern  Railroad  Company  and  the 
P>altimore  ajid  Ohio  Railroad  Company  operating  the  Pittsburgh  and 
Western  Railroad,  filed  a bill  in  equity  in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
of  Butler  County  to  restrain  the  proposed  construction,  and  the  Court 
refused  the  injunction  asked.  The  Supreme  Court,  on  appeal,  affirmed 
the  decree. 

The  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company  and  the 
Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company,  after  having  tiled  an  answer 
to  the  petition  of  the  Borough  of  Butler,  came  before  the  Commission 
with  a subsequent  petition,  in  which  they  say  that  “after  investigating 
the  Butler  situation  and  having  due  regard  for  the  interests  of  the  Bor- 
ough of  Butler  and  of  your  ])etitioners,  and  after  giving  due  consideration 
and  study  to  the  problems  presented,  and  having  in  mind  a comprehensive 
plan  for  taking  care  of  the  other  crossings  in  said  Borough,  are  of  the 
opinion  that  the  elevated  street  which  the  Borough  of  Butler  proposes 
to  construct  and  for  which  it  now  asks  this  Commission  to  issue  a 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience,  is  the  best  solution  of  the  situation. 
Is  one  step  in  a comprehensive  plan  for  eliminating  the  grade  crossings 
in  the  Borough  of  Butler.’’ 

Counsel  for  the  Butler  Passenger  Railway  Company,  at  the  heai’ing 
agreed  that  the  Coinji.-iny  would  not  take  any  advantage  of  its  right, 
should  such  right  e.xist,  to  cross  the  structure  by  virtue  of  preceding 
ordinances,  and  said,  “we  are  willing  to  submit  ourselves  to  the  Com- 
mission on  the  Sole  qm'stion  as  to  the  pro])oj'tion  of  the  cost  of  the  struc- 
ture which  is  to  be  placed  on  our  c<impany.’’ 

It  is  true  that  the  projiosed  construction  does  not  do  away  entirely 
with  the  grade  crossing  at  Center  A\euue,  but  it  is  averred  in  the  petition 
of  the  Borough  and  not  denied,  that  this  ei’ossing  will  be  practically 
eliminated.  The  testimony  was  that  “It  would  take  i)ractically  all  of 
the  pedestrian  travel  away  from  Center  Avenue  and  take  it  over  this 
structure,  and  it  \vould  take  a great  percentage  of  the  freight  traffic 
from  crossing  the  Bessemer."  And  again:  “It  would  practically  eliminate 
almost  all  the  travel  on  Center  Avenue  with  the  exception  of  those  going 
down  to  the  Bessemer  depot,  because  the  others  would  all  go  over  the 
viaduct.” 

The  proposed  construction,  should  it  be  carried  into  effect,  will  be  of 
great  benefit  to  the  citizens  of  the  Borough,  since  it  will  furnish  them 
with  a means  of  access  and  transpoi  tation  between  the  two  parts  of  the 
town  without  the  necessity  of  crossing  the  railroads  at  grade.  It  will 
be  of  benelit  to  the  Butler  Passenger  Railway  Company,  for  the  reason 
that  it  will  enable  that  Company  to  connect  its  now  several  tracks,  and 
must  increase  its  (3|>portunity  to  furnish  facilities  for  the  traveling 
public.  It  will  be  of  great  benefit  to  the  railroads,  becau.se  to  a large 
extent  the  dangers,  inconveniences,  and  liability  to  damages  existing 
at  the  grade  crossing  at  Center  A'.'cnue,  the  main  avenue  of  the  town, 
will  be  removed . 

An  eff’ectual  means  of  eliminating  all  of  the  grade  crossings  in  Butler 
would  be  to  require  the  railroads  to  elevate  all  of  their  tracks.  When  this 
suggestion  was  made  by  the  Commission  at  the  hearing,  it  was  vigor- 
ously opposed  by  counsel  of  the  railroads  upon  the  grounds  that  the 
enormous  expense  to  them  would  make  the  plan  practically  impossible. 
The  topography  of  the  ground  at  this  place  is  such,  that  the  elevation 
of  the  tracks  would  require  a long  distance.  The  cast,  it  is  estimated, 
would  be  over  $2,000,000.00. 

After  giving  careful  consideratiou  to  the  whole  subject  and  duly  weigh- 
ing the  advantages  and  disadvantages,  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Commission 
that  the  plans  and  specifications  for  the  construction  of  the  viaduct  ought 
to  be  approved,  and  the  Certifi.nte  of  Public  Convenience  ought  to  be 
issued,  and  that  the  Borough  of  Butler  lu'oceed  with  and  complete  the 
work  in  accordance  with  tlie  plans  and  specifications. 

The  Act  of  .July  26th,  1913,  provides  in  Article  V,  Section  12,  that  the 
Commission  shall  have  exclusive  power  “to  order  any  crossing  aforesaid, 
now  existing  or  here:ifter  constructed  at  grade,  or  at  the  same  or  dif- 
ferent levels,  to  be  relocated  or  altered,  or  to  be  abolished,  according 
to  plans  and  specifications  to  be  apiiroved,  and  upon  just  and  reasonable 
terms  and  conditions  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Commission.” 
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It  further  provides  in  anoth''r  paragraph  of  the  same  section  “The 
expense  of  the  sai(i  construction,  relocation,  alteration,  or  abolition 
of  any  sui-h  crossing,  shall  be  borne  and  paid,  as  hereinafter  provided, 
by  the  public  service  company  or  companies  or  municipal  corporations 
concerned,  or  by  the  Commonwealth,  either  severally  or  in  such  proper 
proportions  as  the  Commission  may,  after  due  notice  and  liearing,  in 
due  course,  determine,  unless  tho  said  proportions  are  mutually  agreed 
upon  and  paid  by  those  interested  as  aforesaid.” 

In  the  present  case,  the  jiarties,  as  appears  from  the  record,  have  been 
unable  to  agree  upon  their  respective  proportions  of  the  expense.  The 
Commission  gave  to  them  due  notice  and  held  three  hearings,  offering 
to  them  and  each  of  them  the  opportunitj-  to  present  what  tlie.v  might 
consider  to  be  important  for  their  interest  and  welfare  in  respect  to 
this  and  the  other  features  of  the  case.  It  therefore,  under  the  statute, 
becomes  the  dut.v  of  the  Commission  to  determine  this  question  of  ex- 
pense. 

The  Commission  has  failed  to  llud  any  sufficient  ground  upon  which  tin* 
County  of  Butler  could  be  required  to  p.ay  any  jiart  of  such  expense,  and 
as  to  the  Count,v,  the  case  is  dismissed. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  that  the  expenses  consisting  of 
the  cost  of  construction,  the  damages,  if  any,  that  may  be  awarded  to 
adjacent  property  owners,  and  all  other  necessary  expenses,  if  there  be 
any,  ouglit  to  be  borne  and  paid  in  the  following  proportions,  to  wit: 

Thirty  (.30%)  per  cent,  to  be  paid  by  the  Borough  of  Butler. 

Thirty  (.30%)  per  cent,  to  be  paid  by  the  Pittsburgh  and  IVestern 
Railroad  Company,  and  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad 
Company,  jointly  or  severally. 

Thirty  (30%)  per  cent,  to  !>e  paid,  by  the  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and 
Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company,  and  the  Bessemer  and  Lake 
Erie  Railroad  Company,  jointly  or  severally. 

Ten  (10%)  pel  cent,  to  be  paid  by  the  Butler  Passenger  Railway 
Company,  or  its  sucessor,  the  Pittsburgh  and  Butler  Passen- 
ger Railway  Company:  Provided,  however,  that  this  ten 

(10%)  per  cent,  may  be  settled  upon  the  basis  of  tolls  to  be 
paid  by  the  Butler  Passenger  Railway  Company  to  the  Bor- 
ough of  Butler,  upon  such  terms  as  shall  be  mutuall.v  satis- 
factory to  them,  should  the  Borough  and  the  Railway  Com- 
pany be  able  to  make  such  an  agreement. 


ORDER. 


This  case  being  at  issue  upon  petition  and  answer  on  file,  and  having 
been  duly  heard  and  submitted  by  the  parties,  and  full  investigation 
of  the  matters  and  things  involved  having  been  had,  and  the  Commission 
having,  on  the  date  hereof,  made  and  filed  of  record  a rejiort  containing 
its  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  thereon,  which  said  report  is  hereby 
referred  to  and  made  a part  hereof: 

Now,  to-wit,  June  16,  1911,  it  is  ordered:  That  the  borough  of  Butler 
[iroceed  with  and  complete  the  work  of  constructing  a viaduct  in  the 
said  Borough,  over  the  tracks  of  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad 
Company  and  the  tracks  of  the  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Com- 
pany, in  accordance  with  the  plans  and  specifications  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  referred  to  in  the  above  report: 

That  the  expenses  of  said  construction,  consisting  of  the  cost  of  con- 
struction, the  damages,  if  any,  that  may  be  awarded  to  adjacent  prop- 
erty owners,  and  all  other  necessary  expenses,  if  there  be  aiiy,  be  borne 
and  paid  in  the  following  proportions,  to-wit: 

Thirty  (30%)  per  cent,  to  be  paid  by  the  Borough  of  Butler. 

Thirty  (.30%)  per  cent,  to  he  paid  by  the  Pittsburgh  and  M'estern 
Railroad  Company,  and  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad 
Company,  jointly  or  severally. 

Thirty  (30%)  per  cent,  to  he  paid  l)y  the  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and 
Lake  Erie  Railroad  Com.pany,  and  the  Bessemer  and  Lake 
Erie  Railroad  Company,  jointly  or  severally. 

Ten  (10%)  per  cent,  to  be  paid  by  the  Butler  Passenger  Railway 
Company,  or  its  sucessor,  the  Pittsburgh  and  Butler  Passen- 
ger Railway  Company:  Provided,  however,  that  this  ten 

(10%)  per  cent,  may  be  settled  upon  the  basis  of  tolls  to  be 
paid  by  the  Butler  Passenger  Railway  Company  to  the  Bor- 
ough of  Butler,  upon  such  terms  as  shall  be  mutually  satis- 
factory to  them,  should  the  Borough  and  the  Railway  Com- 
pany be  able  to  make  such  an  arrangement. 

That  a Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  issue  in  accordance  with  this 
Order. 

In  accordance  with  the  foregoing  order  the  following  Certificate  was  issued: 
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RY  THE  COMMISSION: 


In  the  matter  of  the  applieatiou  or  the  Borough 
of  Butler  under  Section  5,  Article  3,  and  Sec- 
tions 13  and  19  of  Article  V of  The  Public  Service 
Company  IjUW  for  the  approval  of  the  con- 
struction of  a viaduct  from  East  Wayne  Street 
to  Fair  view  Avenue  in  the  Borough  of  Butler. 


CERTIFICATE 
y OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Borough  of  Butler  by  petition,  in  writing,  dated  the  19th 
day  of  January,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  location  and  construction  of  a viaduct 
from  East  Wayne  Street  to  Fairview  Avenue  in  said  Borough,  across  the  tracks 
and  facilities  of  the  Pittsburgh  & Western  Railway  Company,  operated  by  the 
Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad  Company,  and  the  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake 
Erie  Railroad  Company,  operated  by  the  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Com- 
pany ; and  also  for  an  order  apportioning  the  cost  of  the  construction  of  said 
viaduct. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  finds  and  determines, 
in  the  opinion  filed,  that  the  approval  of  this  application  is  proper  for  the  service, 
accommodation,  convenience  or  safety  of  the  public,  approves  the  construction  of 
the  said  viaduct  in  accordance  with  the  jilans  and  specifications  on  file  in  this 
office,  directs  that  the  Borough  of  Butler  proceed  with  and  complete  the  work 
of  said  construction,  and  also  apportions  the  cost  of  the  construction  of  said  via- 
duct in  the  manner  specified  in  the  order  of  the  Commission  hereto  attached  and 
made  part  of  this  certificate'. 

In  testimony  whereof.  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania  has  caused  these  presents  to  be  sealed,  duly  attested  by  its  Secretary, 
in  its  office  in  the  City  of  Harrisburg,  this  16th  day  of  June-,  1914. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  2. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Lehigh^ 
Navigation  Electric  Comi)any  for  the  approval 
of  a proposed  crossing  of  the  tracks  and  facilities 
of  the  Slate  Belt  Electric  Railway  Company  and  > 
of  the  Pennsylvania  Utilities  Company,  near 
Belfast,  Plainfield  Township,  Northampton 
County.  J 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Lehigh  Navigation  Electric  Company  by  petition  in  writing, 
dated  the  27th  day  of  January,  1914,  and  supplemental  petition,  dated  the  5th 
day  of  February,  1914,  for  a Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  evidencing  the 
Commission’s  approval  of  a proposed  crossing  of  the  tracks  and  facilities  of  the 
Slate  Belt  Electric  R' ilway  Company  and  one  of  the  Pennsylvania  Utilities  Com- 
pany near  Belfast,  Plainfield  Township,  Northampton  County,  and  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Utilities  Company  having  protested  against  the  said  proposed  crossing: 

The  Commission,  after  investigation  and  public  hearing,  finds,  determines  and 
certifies  that  the  approval  of  said  application  is  proper  for  the  safety  of  the  public, 
and  accordingly  hereby,  on  this  28th  day  of  March,  1914,  approves  the  said  pro- 
posed crossing  to  be  constructed  and  maintained  in  accordance  with  the  plan  and 
specifications  attached  to  the  petition,  provided  however,  that  such  crossing  be 
constructed  and  maintained  in  accord.auce  with  the  following  modifications  of  said 
plan  and  specifications  and  in  accordance  with  the  following  conditions: 
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1.  The  existing  towers  supporting  the  crossing-span  proposed,  (they  being  denom- 
inated on  the  plan  as  Tower  No.  19  and  Tower  No.  20,)  shall  be  changed  in 
location.  Tower  No.  19  shall  be  moved  eastward  to  within  ten  feet  of  the  westerly 
line  of  the  highway,  and  Tower  No.  20  shall  be  moved  westward  to  within  ten  feet 
of  the  easterly  line  on  the  highway,  thereby  providing,  for  the  horizontal  clearance 
between  the  base  of  the  said  towers  of  approximately  fifty-seven  feet. 

2.  The  said  towers  supporting  the  crossing-span  shall  be  of  such  height  as  to 
give  a vertical  clearance  of  ten  feet  betv/een  the  lowest  wire  of  the  Lehigh  Naviga- 
tion Electric  Company’s  lines,  and  the  highest  wire  of  the  Pennsylvania  Utilities 
Company’s  line,  as  it  existed  prior  to  January  25,  1911,  on  or  about  which  time 
two  temporary  poles  were  erected  and  wires  were  strung  at  said  crossing  by  the 
Pennsylvania  Utilities  Company,  which  said  wires  are  approximately  on  a level 
with  and  obstruct  the  crossing-span  of  the  Lehigh  Navigation  Electric  Company, 
hereby  and  herein  approved,  which  said  wires  are  to  be  taken  down  and  replaced 
at  the  same  level  as  they  were  prior  to  January  2oth,  1914. 

3.  The  adjoining  span  on  each  side  of  the  crossing-span  shall  be  in  a straight 
line  with  said  crossing-span,  but  on  a line  to  the  east  and  about  half  way  between 
Tower  No.  20  and  Tower  No.  21,  shall  be  erected  and  maintained  a flexible  “A” 
frame  tower,  similar  in  design  and  construction  to  other  flexible  towers  now  in- 
stalled along  said  line. 

4.  If  at  any  time  in  the  opinion  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Pennsylvania,  it  is  desirable  or  necessary  to  raise  the  height  of 
the  towers,  or  to  change  the  span,  or  to  make  any  other  alterations  or  improve- 
ments at  or  in  connection  with  said  crossing  of  the  transmission  lines  of  the 
Lehigh  Navigation  Electric  Company  with  the  transmission  lines  of  the  Penn- 
sylvania Utilities  Company,  at  the  crossing  hereby  and  herein  approved,  then  the 
Lehigh  Navigation  Electric  Company  shall  forthwith  make  such  changes  or  im- 
provements as  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania 
may  advise  or  approve. 

A copy  of  the  said  revised  plan  is  herewith  attached  and  made  a part  of  this 
Certificate. 

In  testimony  whereof.  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania  has  caused  these  presents  to  be  sealed,  duly  attested  by  its  Secretary, 
at  its  ofiiee  in  the  City  of  Harrisburg,  this  28th  day  of  March,  1914. 

(This  Case  w'as  appealed  to  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  of  Dauphin  County  to 
No.  29,  Commonwealth  Docket,  1914,  and  no  decision  has  yet  been  rendered  by 
said  Court.) 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  3. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Red  Hill  A 
Gas  Company,  under  Section  2 la).  Article  III,  CERTIFICATE 

and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V of  The  Public  > OP 

Service  Company  Law  for  the  approval  of  the  | PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE, 
incorporation  of  said  public  service  company.  J 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Red  Hill  Gas  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the 
10th  day  of  February,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  the  Red  Hill 
Gas  Company,  the  character  and  object  of  which  is  the  manufacture  and  supply 
of  gas  for  light  only,  to  the  public,  in  the  Boroughs  of  Red  Hill,  Green  Lane,  East 
Greenville,  Pennsburg  and  the  Townships  of  Upper  Hanover  and  Marlborough, 
all  in  the  County  of  Montgomery,  State  of  Pennsylvania,  such  persons  and  part- 
nerships and  corporations  residing  therein  or  adjacent  thereto  as  may  desire  the 
same. 
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The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  ai)plication  is  necessary  (ir  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation 
and  convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  February, 
1014,  approves  said  corporation  and  direct.s  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
to  be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  4. 


In  the  matter  of  tlie  application  of  the  (ireen  Lane 
(las.  Fuel  and  Heat  Company,  under  Section 
2 (a).  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
of  the  Public  Service  Comi>any  Law  for  the 
;ippro\'al  of  the  incorporation  of  said  public 
service  com[)any. 


CERTIFICATE 

y OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Applic'.'ition  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Oreen  Lane  Oas.  Fuel  and  Heat  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  dated  the  10th  day  of  February,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation 
of  the  Oreen  Lane  Ga.s,  Fuel  .and  Heat  Company,  the  character  and  object 
of  which  is  the  manufacture  and  supply  of  gas  for  heat  and  fuel  to  the  public 
of  the  Roronghs  of  Red  Hill,  East  Or  eenville,  and  Pennsburg,  Green  Lane 
and  the  Townships  of  Upper  Hanover  and  Marlborough,  all  in  the  County  of 
Montgomery,  State  of  Pennsylvania,  such  jawsons  and  partnerships  and  corporations 
residing  therein  or  adjacent  thereto  as  may  desire  the  same. 

d’he  Commissio7i  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation 
and  convenience  of  the  fiublic,  and  accoi-dingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1911,  approves  the  said  incorporation  .and  directs  this  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  to  be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 


APPLirATTON  DOCKET  NO.  5. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Montour 
Railroad  Company,  under  Section  5,  Article  III, 

Sections  12,  18  an<l  19,  Article  V of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  permission  to  cross 
a public  road  at  gr.ade  with  its  track  in  Cecil 
Township,  Washington  County. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  IMontour  Railroad  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
dated  the  22nd  day  of  January,  1914,  for  permission  to  cross  a public  road 
at  grade  with  its  track,  on  the  land  of  Edward  Antill,  et  al.,  near  the  village  of 
Venice,  in  Cecil  Townshij),  Washington  County,  and  protest  being  made  by  the 
Township  of  Cecil  against  granting  a grade  crossing  and  it  appearing  to  the 
Commission  that  an  overhead  crossing  having  a width  of  sixteen  feet  and  a vertical 
clearance  of  eleven  fei't  can  be  constructed  at  the  intersection  of  said  public  road 
and  said  IMontour  Railroad,  which  overhead  crossing  has  been  agreed  to  by  the 
Township  of  Cecil  Iiy  an  agreement  between  the  Supervisors  of  said  Township 
and  the  said  Montour  Railroad  Company,  dated  the  19th  day  of  February,  1914. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  the  overhead  crossing  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommoda- 
tion, convenience  or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day 
of  February,  1914,  a[)proves  and  grants  permission  to  said  Montour  Railroad  Com- 
pany to  cross  said  road  with  an  overhead  crossing  in  accordance  with  aforesaid 
agreement  and  the  plans  and  specifications  on  file  in  this  office. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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ArPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  6. 


In  the  matter  of  ttie  application  of  Macungie  Gas 
Company,  under  Section  2 (a).  Article  III,  and 
Seciions  18  and  1!),  Article  V of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  the 
incorporation  of  said  public  service  company. 


1 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Macungie  Gas  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the 
second  day  of  March,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  the  Macungie 
Gas  Company,  the  character  and  object  of  which  is  the  manufacture  and  supply 
of  gas  for  light  only  to  the  public  in  the  Borough  of  Macungie  and  the  Townships 
of  Upper  Macungie,  Lower  Macungie,  Upper  Milford  and  Lower  Milford,  Lehigh 
County . 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  7th  day  of  April,  1914, 
approves  the  said  incorporation  and  directs  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 


to  be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 


APPIJCATION  DOCKET  KO.  7. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Macungie  Gas 
and  Fuel  Company,  under  Section  2 (a).  Article 
III,  and  Sections  18  and  19.  Article  V of  The 
Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval 
of  the  incorpoi’ation  of  said  public  service  com- 
pany. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Macungie  Gas  and  Fuel  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
dated  the  second  day  of  March,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  the 
Macungie  Gas  and  Fuel  Company,  the  character  and  object  of  which  is  the 
manufacture  and  supply  of  gas  for  heat  and  fuel  to  the  public  in  the  Boroughs 
of  Macungie  and  Emaus  and  the  Townships  of  Upper  IMacungie,  Lower  Macungie, 
Upper  IMilford  and  Lower  Milford,  Lehigh  County. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  .'md  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  7th  day  of  April,  1914, 
approves  the  said  incorporation  and  direpts  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
to  be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 


CERTIFICATE 
C OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE 


APPLTOATEON  DOCKET  NO.  8. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Fleetwood 
Gas  and  Fuel  Company,  under  Section  2 (a), 

Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law_,  for  the 
approval  of  the  incorporation  of  said  public 
service  company. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Fleetwood  Gas  and  Fuel  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
dated  the  2nd  day  of  March,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  the 
Fleetwood  Gas  and  Fuel  Company,  the  character  and  object  of  which  is  the 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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manufacture  and  supply  of  gas  for  heat  and  fuel  to  the  public  in  the  Borough 
of  Fleetwood  and  the  Townships  of  Herford,  Rockland,  Richmond,  Washington, 
District  and  Ruscombmanor,  Berks  County. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  7th  day  of  May,  1914, 
approves  the  said  incorporation  and  directs  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
to  be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  9 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  PerMomen 
Gas  and  Fuel  Company,  under  Section  2 (a). 
Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V 
of  The  PuMic  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  the  incorporation  of  said  public 


1 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


service  company. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Perkiomen  Gas  and  Fuel  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
dated  the  2nd  day  of  March  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  the 
Perkiomen  Gas  and  Fuel  Company,  the  character,  object  and  purpose  of  which 
is  the  manufacture  and  supply  of  gas  for  heat  and  fuel  to  the  public  in  the 
Boroughs  of  Trappe  and  Collegeville  and  the  Townships  of  Douglass,  New  Hanover, 
Frederick,  Upper  Salford,  Lower  Salford,  Perkiomen,  Upper  Providence  and 
Lower  Providence,  Montgomery  County. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  7th  day  of  May,  1914, 
approves  the  said  incorporation  and  directs  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
to  be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  10. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Citizens 
Taxicab  Company  of  Erie,  under  Section  2 (a). 
Article  III_,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V 
of  the  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  ap- 
proval of  the  incorporation  of  said  public  service 
company. 


CERTIFICATE 
OF  . 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Citizens  Taxicab  Company  of  Erie,  by  petition  in  writing, 
dated  the  sixth  day  of  February,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation 
of  the  Citizens  Taxicab  Company  of  Erie,  the  character  and  object  of  which  is 
buying,  selling,  owning,  leasing,  storing,  repairing  and  operating  of  taxicabs  and 
automobiles,  and  conducting  a general  garage,  taxicab  and  transfer  service,  to- 
gether with  the  selling  of  all  automobile  accessories  in  Erie  County,  Pennsylvania. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordinglj , hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  February, 
1914,  approves  the  said  incorporation  and  directs  this  Certificate  of  Public  Conven- 
ience to  be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 
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APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  11. 

In  re  petition  of  the  Consolidated  'Water  Company  for  process  to  prevent  the 
Borough  of  Coudersport  from  constructing  and  operating  a water  plant  in  said 
Borough  without  obtaining  the  approval  of  the  Commission. 


REPORT. 

Johnson,  Commissioner: 

The  Borough  of  Coudersport,  Potter  County,  Pennsylvania,  is  now, 
and  since  October  15th,  1906,  has  been  supplied  with  water  for  domestic 
and  other  uses  by  the  Consolidated  Water  Company  which  was  formed  by 
the  union  of  the  East  Coudersport  Water  Company,  chartered  ,Tuly  26th, 
1900,  and  the  Citizens  "Water  Company  which  was  incorporated  February 
16th,  1882.  . 

The  Consolidated  AVater  Company,  under  date  of  .January  29th,  1914, 
has  petitioned  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Pennsylvania  to  “request 
the  Attorney  General  of  this  Commonwealth,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  Section  34  of  said  Act,  (Article  VI  of  the  Public  Service  Company 
Law)  to  proceed  in  the  name  of  the  Commonwealth  by  injunction,  or  other 
appropriate  remedy  at  law  or  equity,  to  restrain  the  Borough  of  Couders- 
port, its  officers,  and  employees,  contractors,  sub-contractors  and  lessees, 
from  proceeding  to  acquire,  construct  or  begin  to  operate  any  plant, 
equipment  or  other  facilities  for  the  irurpose  of  furnishing  water  to  said 
Borough  or  to  the  public  in  territory  of  the  Borough  of  Coudersport 
without  first  obtaining  the  approval  of  this  Commission  therefor.” 

In  support  of  the  petition  it  was  contended  by  the  petitioner  in 
the  hearing  held  by  the  Commission  that  the  Borough  of  Coudersport 
had  not  begun  the  construction  of  a water  plant  prior  to  January  1st, 
1914,  and  that,  not  having  secured  the  “written  permit  to  be  obtained 
from  the  Commissioner  of  Health”  of  the  Commonwealth  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  Section  3 of  the  Act  approved  April  2nd, 
1905,  entitled  “An  Act  to  preserve  the  purity  of  the  waters  of  the  State, 
for  the  protection  of  the  public  health,”  the  Borough  could  not  legally 
have  begun  the  construction  of  the  water  plant  prior  to  January  1st, 
1914. 

Inasmuch  as  the  decision  of  this  case  hinges  upon  whether  the  Borough 
of  Coudersport  had  actually  and  legally  begun  the  construction  of  a water 
plant  before  January  1st,  1914,  it  will  be  well  to  state  what  action  had 
been  taken  prior  to  that  date  by  the  Council  and  officers  of  the  Borough. 

It  appears  that  the  Respondent,  the  Borough  of  Coudersport,  on  the 
18th  day  of  November,  1912,  employed  Witmer  and  Brown,  engineers  with 
offices  in  Buffalo,  New  York,  to  locate  a source  for  the  supply  of  water  for 
the  Borough  and  to  prepare  plans  for  a water  works  system  ; and  on 
February  15th,  1913,  "Witmer  .and  Brown  reported  that  the  Borough 
could  secure  water  from  “Springs  tributary  to  Nelson  Run  about  four 
miles  from  the  eastern  corporation  line  of  the  Borough.”  The  water 
was  to  be  supplied  by  a gravity  system  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $48,000 
exclusive  of  real  estate.  This  report  of  February  15th,  1913,  also  gives 
a preliminary  estimo.te  of  the  cost  ($43,000  exclusive  of  real  estate)  of 
securing  for  the  Borough  a supply  of  water  pumped  from  wells  to  be  sunk 
on  land  adjacent  to  the  corporation  limits. 

April  21st,  1913,  the  Council  of  the  Borough  adopted  an  ordinance 
(No.  200)  providing  for  the  submission  to  the  electors  of  the  Borough 
on  the  24th  of  June,  1913,  of  a proposal  to  increase  the  indebtedness  of 
the  Borough  in  the  sum  of  $50,000  “for  the  purpose  of  procuring  or  erect- 
ing a water  system  for  said  Borough.”  At  the  election  held  on  the  24th 
day  of  June,  the  proposed  bond  issue  was  approved  by  a vote  of  278  ayes 
and  77  noes,  whereupon  steps  were  taken  by  the  Borough  officials  to 
secure  from  George  V'".  Daniels  and  Milton  .1.  Potter,  owners  of  the 
springs  tributary  to  Nelson  Run,  control  of  the  water  flowing  from 
the  Springs.  Bond  in  the  sum  of  .$3,000  was  on  the  28th  of  June 
1913,  tendered  to  Messrs.  Daniels  and  Potter  to  compensate  them  for 
damages.  This  bond  not  being  acceptable  to  the  said  Daniels  and  Potter, 
the  counsel  of  the  Borough  of  Coudersport,  .July  10th,  1913,  secured  from 
the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  of  Potter  County  a decree  approving  the 
bond,  and  ordering  it  to  be  filed  for  the  benefit  of  Daniels  and  Potter. 
The  plan  of  securing  water  from  these  springs  was,  however,  soon 
abandoned,  it  having  become  evident  during  the  dry  weather  of  the  sum- 
mer of  1913  that  the  springs  would  not  afford  an  adequate  supply  of 
water. 

The  plan  of  securing  water  from  the  aforesaid  springs  having  been 
given  up,  the  Borough  Council  by  ordinance  (No.  201),  approved  Sep- 
tember 15th,  1913,  authorized  the  Burgess  and  Secretary  “to  enter  into 
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.such  contract  for  drilling  such  test  water  wells”  and  ‘‘to  enter  into 

sucli  contract  for  sites  for  test  wells  as  the  Council  may  approve”  

‘‘said  contract  to  be  in  the  nature  of  an  option  for  well  and  pump  house 
sites  at  a rental  of  not  exceeding  $50  per  year  if  the  P.orough  elects  to 
exercise  the  option,  and  not  exceeding  $20  damages  per  well  if  the  test 
wells  drilled  thereunder  are  abandoned.”  On  the  4th  of  October,  1913, 
a contract  was  made  with  Julius  S.  Colcord  giving  the  Roroiigh  the  right 
to  enter  ufion  the  lands  belonging  to  Colcord  within  and  adjacent  to  the 
Borough  limits  to  “drill  thereon  cue  or  more  test  wells,  and  explore  for 
a supply  of  water  for  the  municipal  water  system.”  A test  well  was 
sunk,  a ))ump  house  site  not  far  froin  the  well  was  staked  out,  and  a 
pipe  four  inches  iii  diameter  was  laid  from  the  test  well  to  the  pump  house 
site  seventy  feet  distant. 

On  the  3rd  of  November,  1913,  the  Borough  passed  an  ordinance  (No. 
202),  which  was  approved  by  the  Burgess  on  the  8th  of  November,  pro- 
viding for  the  issue  of  .$50,000  of  bonds,  as  authorized  by  the  election 
held  the  24th  of  June,  1913,  “for  the  purpose  of  procuring  or  erecting 
a w.ater  s,\istem  for  said  Borough,”  but  u]>on  November  29,  1913,  before 
the  bonds  had  been  issued,  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  of  Potter  County, 
upon  petition  of  Robert  P.  Knight  and  Roscoe  S.  Bush,  granted  a pre- 
liminary injum/tion  restraining  flie  Borough  Treasurer  “from  selling  the 
said  bonds  and  applying  the  proceed.;  thereof  for  the  purpose  of  procuring 
and  erecting  a watei-  system  for  the  said  Borough.”  The  preliminary 
injunction  was  conrinued  until  .January  3(lth,  1914.  The  injunction  was 
dissolved  one  day  after  the  i)etition  was  made  to  The  Public  Service 
Commission  by  the  Consolidated  Water  Company  to  request  the  Attorney 
Gleneral  of  the  Commonwealth  to  take  steps  to  prevent  the  Borough  of 
Coudersport  from  erecting  a water  plant  without  first  securing  from  The 
Public  kService  Commission  a Certificate  of  Public  Convenience. 

It  is  piandded  by  Article  III,  Section  3,  Clause  (d)  of  the  Public  Service 
Company  Law  of  .Tuly  26th,  1913,  tvhich  re<|uires  municipalities  to  secure 
the  approval  of  The  Public  Service  C'ommission  before  beginning  the  con- 
stiandion  of  a miin'cipal  public  utility  that  “any  municipal  corporation 
wdii<'h,  at  the  time  this  Act  becomes  effective  (wdiich  was  .Tanunry  first, 

1914)  has,  by  authority  of  law,  in  process  of  construction  any  such 

plant  for  the  rendering  or  fui-nishing  to  the  public  of  any  such  service, 
may  preoeed  wuth  and  complete  the  said  construction,  and  begin  to 
oi)(>rate  the  same,  without  the  aforesaid  a]>proval  of  the  Commission  first 
had  and  obtained.” 

Did  the  Borough  government  of  Coudersport  have  on  the  first  of  ,Tanu- 
uary,  1914,  “by  authority  of  law',  in  process  of  construction”  a municipal 
wat(>r  works  id.cnt?  Prior  to  .January  fii'st,  1914,  an  option  had  been 
secui’ed  from  the  owners  of  a tract  of  land  civing  the  Borough  the  right 
to  sink  wells  : one  test  well  had  been  dug ; a immp  house  site  had  been 

staked  out ; a four  inch  pipe  sevc-nty  feet  in  length  had  been  laid  from 

tin*  test  well  to  the  pump  house  site;  but  no  definite  or  complete  plans 
of  the  proposed  water  w'orks  had  been  w'orked  out,  no  bonds  had  been 
isstied  to  secure  funds  to  construct  the  works,  no  contracts  had  been  let 
for  the  execution  of  the  w'ork,  and  no  chemical  analy.sis  had  been  made 
by  or  for  the  Borough  of  the  w’.ater  from  the  proposed  source  of  supply. 
It  is  apparent  that  the  stc'ps  taken  by  the  Borough  of  Coudersport  prior 
to  .January  first,  1914,  to  secure  a municipal  water  works  plant  had  been 
of  ,a  preliminary  character  such  as  would  ordinarily  precede  the  beginning 
of  the  actual  construction  of  the  works. 

N.i  permit  for  the  construction  of  a water  w'orks  plant  had  been  secured 
by  the  Borough  from  the  Commissioner  of  Health  of  the  Commonwealth 
prior  to  .January  first,  1914, 

Section  3 of  the  Act  of  April  2nd,  1905,  “to  preserve  the  purity  of  the 
waters  of  the  State,  for  the  protection  of  the  public  health,”  stipulates 
that  “No  municipal  corporation,  private  corporation,  company,  or  indi- 
vidual shall  construct  water  works  for  the  supply  of  water  to  the 
public  within  the  State,  or  extend  the  same,  without  a written  permit, 
to  be  obtained  from  the  Commissioner  of  Health.” 

It  is  contended  by  counsel  for  the  Respondent  that — 

“It  was  necessary  for  the  Borough  to  develop  a supply  (of  water) 
before  it  could  apply  for  approval  (of  the  Commissioner  of  Health) 
In  proceeding  further  without  the  Commissioner’s  ap- 
proval the  Borough  authorities  were  but  risking  his  disapproval  and 
not  acting  contrary  to  law.  The  jamalty  of  the  third  section  of  the  Act 
of  1905  is  imposed  upon  the  completed  plant  and  its  operation  without 
permission  .” 

This  is  too  strained  an  interpretation  of  the  Act  of  April  2nd,  1905, 
to  be  ac(>epted.  Section  three  of  that  hnv  goes  farther  than  to  prohibit 
a municipal  or  other  corporation  t^  supply  water  to  the  public  without 
a permit  from  the  Commissioner  of  Health.  The  Act  stipulates  that  no 
water  works  for  the  supply  of  water  to  the  public  within  the  State  shall 
be  constructed  without  a w’itten  permit  from  the  Commissioner,  and 
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the  law  thus  seems  clearly  to  make  it  impossible  for  a borough  govern- 
ment lawfully  to  devote  public  funds  to  the  construction  of  a water  works 
plant  without  having  obtained  a v.u'itten  permit  from  the  Commissioner 
of  Health  of  the  Commonwealth.  Inasmuch  as  this  permit  was  not 
secured  by  the  Borough  officials  prior  to  January  first,  1914,  it  must  be 
concluded  that  the  Borough  of  Coudersport  did  not  have  a water  works 
plant,  “by  authority  of  law,  in  process  of  construction”  on  the  first  day 
of  January,  1914.  If  it  now  be  the  intention  of  the  Borough  to  construct 
a water  works  plant,  it  must,  before  undertaking  the  work,  apply  to 
The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  for  its  approval 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
approved  July  26th,  1913. 

ORDER. 

And  now,  to  wit,  April  22nd,  1914,  the  above  finding,  determination 
and  opinion  of  Commissioner  Johnson  is  concurred  in,  and  the  Commis- 
sion will  enforce  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  The  Public  Service 
Company  Law  in  this  case  in  the  manner  therein  provided. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  12. 

In  the  matter  of  the  proposed  crossing  of  the  structures  and  facilities  of  the  Penn 
Central  Light  and  Power  Company  by  the  structures  and  facilities  of  the  Rays- 
town  water  Power  Company  in  the  Borough  of  Mt.  Union,  Huntingdon  County. 


ORDER. 

.And  now,  to  wit,  Alarch  .5th,  1914,  after  hearing  and  consideration 
by  the  Commission,  it  is  determined  and  ordered  that  a Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  be  issued  approving  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
crossing  as  set  forth  in  the  notice  and  accompanying  plans  and  specifica- 
tions filed  by  the  Raystown  Water  Power  Company  with  the  Commission, 
provided,  however,  that  said  crossing  shall  be  used  for  the  purpose  of 
transmitting  electric  current  for  the  furnishing  of  power  only  and  not 
for  the  furnishing  of  light,  for  the  reason  that  the  Commission's  approval 
of  the  ordinance  of  said  Borough  of  Mt.  Union  of  December  13th,  1913, 
amending  the  ordinance  of  said  Borough  of  July  16th,  1913,  granting  said 
Raystown  Water  Power  Company  certain  rights,  powers,  franchises  and 
privileges  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  light  in  said  Borough,  has  not 
been  applied  for  and  obtained,  as  required  by  the  Public  Service  Com- 
pany Law.  ‘ 


In  accordance  with  the  foregoing  order  the  following  certificate  was  issued: 


In  the  matter  of  the  proposed  crossing  of  the 
structures  and  facilities  of  the  Penn  Central 
Light  and  Power  Company  by  the  structures  and 
facilities  of  the  Raystown  Water  Power  Com- 
pany in  the  Borough  of  Mt.  Union,  Huntingdon 
County. 


CERTIFICATE 

OP 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE 


Notice,  with  accompanying  plans  and  specifications,  being  given  to  the  Penn 
Central  Light  and  Power  Company  of  the  proposed  crossing  of  the  structures 
and  facilities  of  said  Company  by  the  structures  and  facilities  of  the  Raystown 
Water  Power  Company  in  the  Borough  of  Mt.  Union,  Huntingdon  County,  (a  copy 
of  said  notice  being  filed  with  the  Commission!  and  the  Penn  Central  Light  and 
Power  Company  having  protested  against  said  proposed  crossing. 

The  Commission,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  having  filed  its  opinion,  in 
conformity  with  which  permission  is  hereby  on  the  5th  day  of  March,  1914,  granted 
to  said  Raystown  Water  Power  Company  to  cross  the  structures  and  facilities  of 
the  Penn  Central  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  in  the  Borough  of  Mt.  Union, 
Huntingdon  County,  with  its  facilities,  in  accordance  with  the  notice  and  accom- 
panying plans  and  specifications  on  fde  in  this  office,  provided,  however,  that  said 
crossing  shall  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  transmittiug  electric  current  for  furnishing 
of  power  only  and  not  for  the  furnishing  of  light. 
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APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  13. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


In  the  m.itter  of  the  application  of  the  Borough  of  A 
iMariinsburg,  under  vSection  3 (d),  Article  III, 
and  yectii'us  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  the  > 
purchase  of  the  plant,  property,  right,  powers 
and  franchises  of  the  3Iartinsburg  Water  Com- 
pany . j 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Borough  of  Martinsburg,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the 
14th  day  of  February,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  purchase  of  the  plant,  prop- 


erty, right,  powers  and  franchises  of  the  Martinsburg  Water  Company,  in  ac- 
cordance with  and  upon  the  terms  set  forth  in  the  agreement  attached  to  the  said 


petition. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accomodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  Feb- 


ruary, 1914,  approves  the  said  proposed  purchase  in  the  manner  and  upon  the  terms 
set  forth  in  said  agreement  and  petition  on  file  in  this  office. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  14. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Allegheny 
Auto  Livery  Company,  under  Section  2 (a). 
Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V 
of  The  I’ublic  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  the  incorporation  of  said  public 
service  company. 


CERTIFICATE 
Y OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Allegheny  Auto  Livery  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
dated  the  10th  day  of  March,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  the 
Allegheny  Auto  Livery  Company,  the  character  and  object  of  which  is  to  estab- 
lish, maintain  and  operate  an  automobile  livery,  acquire,  lease,  own,  store,  hire, 
operate  and  sell  automobiles  and  auto  vehicles  and  transport  persons  and  property, 
or  either,  therein,  for  hire,  and  operate  and  maintain  automobile  transit  lines. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  19th  day  of  March,  1914, 
approves  the  said  incorporation  and  directs  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
to  be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  15. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Easton  and 
Western  Railroad  Company,  under  Section  2 (a). 

Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law_,  for  the 
approval  of  the  incorporation  of  said  public 
service  company,  the  purpose  of  which  is  to  con- 
struct or  maintain  and  operate  a railroad  from 
Easton,  Pa.,  to  Hope’s  Lock,  Pa. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Easton  and  Western  Railroad  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  dated  the  10th  day  of  March,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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of  the  said  Easton  and  Western  Railroad  Company,  the  purpose  of  which  is  to 
construct,  maintain  and  operate  a railroad  from  Easton,  Pennsylvania,  to  Hope’s 
Lock,  Pennsylvania. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordinglj  , hereby,  on  the  19th  day  of  March,  1914, 
approves  the  said  incorporation  and  directs  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
to  be  attached  to  the  Articles  of  Association. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  16. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Lake  Shore 
and  Michigan  Southern  Railway  Company,  under 
Section  .5,  Article  1II_,  Sections  12,  18  and  19, 

Article  V of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  permission  to  construct  at  grade  a switch 
across  Poplar  Street  in  the  City  of  Erie. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  hy  the  Lake  Shore  and  Michigan  Southern  Railway  Company, 
by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  17th  day  of  February,  1914,  for  permission  to 
construct,  at  grade,  a switch  across  Poplar  Street  in  the  City  of  Erie. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  permission  for  the  construction  at  grade  of  a switch  across  Poplar  Street  in 
the  City  of  Erie  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and  con- 
venience of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  19th  day  of  March,  1914, 
approves  and  grants  permission  to  the  said  Lake  Shore  and  Michigan  Southern 
Railway  Company  to  construct  at  grade  a switch  across  Poplar  Street  in  the  City 
of  Erie,  in  accordance  with  the  plans  and  specifications  on  file  in  this  office. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  17. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pittsburgh^ 
& Butler  Street  Railway  Company,  and  the 
Butler  Passenger  Railway  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 3 (c).  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 
Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  approval  of  the  merger  and  consolidation 
of  said  Companies. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pittsburgh  and  Butler  Street  Railway  Company,  and  the 
Butler  Passenger  Railway  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  28th  day  of 
February,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  contract  of  merger  and  consolidation  be- 
tween the  said  Pittsburgh  and  Butler  Street  Railway  Company  and  the  said  Butler 
Passenger  Railway  Company,  under  the  terms  and  conditions  as  set  forth  in  said 
contract  or  agreement  of  consolidation  and  merger. 

The  Conimission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and  convenience 
of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  March,  1914,  approves  the 
said  merger  and  consolidatiim,  and  directs  that  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
be  attached  to  the  joint  Agreement  of  Consolidation  and  Merger. 
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APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  18. 


Ill  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Borough'^ 
of  Richland,  under  Section  3 (d),  Article  III, 
and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  l^aw,  for  the  approval  of  the  > 
purchase  of  the  plant,  property,  rights,  powers 
and  fianchises  of  the  Richland  Water  Com- 
pany.  J 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Borough  of  Richland,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  7th 
day  of  March,  1914,  for  the  ajiproval  of  the  purchase  of  the  plant,  property,  rights, 
powers  and  franchises  of  the  Richland  Water  Company  by  the  said  Borough,  in 
accordance  with  and  upon  the  terms  set  forth  in  the  agreement  attached  to  said 
petition . 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  19th  day  of  March, 
1914,  approves  the  said  proposed  purchase  in  the  manner  and  upon  the  terms  set 
forth  in  said  agreement  and  petition  on  file  in  this  office. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  19. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Lancaster 
City  ^Street  Railway  Company,  under  Section  3 
(2),  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
V of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  an  .amendment  or  supplement  to  the 
charter  of  said  Company. 


>- 


J 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Lancaster  City  Street  Railway  Company,  by  petition  in 
wu-iting,  dated  the  16th  day  of  March,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  an  amendment 
or  supplement  to  the  charter  of  the  said  Lancaster  City  Street  Railway  Company, 
granting  to  the  said  Company  an  extension  or  branch  of  the  said  Lancaster  City 
Street  Railway  Company  upon  the  following  route;  Beginning  at  a point  on  Chest- 
nut Street  west  of  Ann  Street  in  the  City  of  Lancaster,  Pennsylvania  ; thence  by 
curve  to  said  Ann  Street,  thence  along  the  middle  of  said  Ann  Street  to  King 
Street,  thence  by  a curve  connecting  with  the  present  tracks  of  the  said  Lancaster 
City  Street  Railway  Company  on  King  Street  in  the  said  City  of  Lancaster.  Also 
beginning  at  a point  on  said  King  Street  east  of  Charlotte  Street  in  said  City  of 
Lancaster,  thence  by  a curve  to  said  Charlotte  Street  connecting  with  the  present 
tracks  thereon. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of  April,  1914, 
approves  the  said  amendment  or  supplement  and  directs  that  this  certificate  be 
attached  to  the  application  for  extension  of  route  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commonwealth. 
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APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  20. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Farmers’  ^ 
Telephone  Company,  under  Section  2 (a),  Article 
III  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V of  The 
Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval  [ 
of  the  incorporation  of  said  public  service  com- 
pany . J 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Farmers’  Telephone  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated 
the  26th  day  of  March,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  the  Farmers’ 
Telephone  Company,  the  character  and  object  of  which  is  the  constructing,  main- 
taining and  operating  telephone  lines  and  doing  a general  telephone  business  within 
the  Townships  of  Union  and  Menno  in  the  County  of  Mifflin. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  pu’olic,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of  April,  1914, 
approves  the  said  incorporation  and  directs  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
to  be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  21. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  West 
Easton  Water  Company,  under  Section  3 (a), 
Article  III  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law  for  the  ap- 
proval of  an  amendment  or  supplement  to  the 
charter  of  said  Company. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  West  Easton  Water  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
dated  the  twenty-first  day  of  March,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  an  amendment  or 
supplement  to  the  charter  of  the  said  West  Easton  Water  Company,  granting  to 
the  said  Company  a new  source  of  supply  of  water  from  three  (3)  drilled  wells 
located  at  the  foot  of  Abbott  Street,  in  the  City  of  Easton,  to  be  furnished  by  the 
South  Easton  Water  Company. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation 
and  convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of  April, 
1914,  approves  the  said  amendment  or  supplement  subject  to  the  conditions  pre- 
scribed by  the  Water  Supply  Commission,  and  directs  that  this  certificate  be  at- 
tached to  the  application  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  22. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Palmer 
Township  Water  Company,  under  Section  3 (a). 

Article  III  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law  for  the 
approval  of  an  amendment  or  supplement  to 
the  charter  of  said  Company. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Palmer  Township  Water  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
dated  the  twenty-first  day  of  March,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  an  amendment 
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OP 
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or  supplemeut  to  the  charter  of  the  said  Palmer  Township  Water  Company,  grant- 
ing to  the  said  Company  a new  source  of  supply  of  water  from  three  (3)  drilled 
wells  located  at  the  foot  of  Abbott  Street,  in  the  City  of  Easton,  to  be  furnished 
by  the  South  Easton  Water  Company. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of  April,  1914, 
approves  the  said  amendment  or  supplement  subject  to  the  conditions  prescribed  by 
the  Water  Supply  Commission,  and  directs  that  this  certificate  be  attached  to 
the  application  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  23. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Central 
Taxicab  and  Transfer  Company  of  Reading, 
Pennsylvania,  under  Section  2 (a).  Article  III 
and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law  for  the  approval  of  the 
incorporation  of  said  public  service  company. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Central  Taxicab  and  Transfer  Company  of  Reading,  Penn- 
sylvania, by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  30th  day  of  March,  1914,  for  the  approval 
of  the  incorporation  of  the  Central  Taxicab  and  Transfer  Company  of  Reading, 
Pennsylvania,  the  character  and  object  of  which  is  conducting,  operating  and 
maintaining  cabs,  wagons,  trucks,  carriages  and  other  vehicles,  propelled  by  any 
kind  of  power,  for  the  transporting  of  passengers,  baggage  and  freight  for  hire 
and  pay,  including  as  incidental  thereto  the  purchase,  sale,  leasing  and  renting 
of  all  such  vehicles  and  parts  thereof,  and  apparatus  and  appliances  used  in 
connection  therewith,  maintaining  garages  and  conducting  all  business  pertaining 
thereto  in  the  City  of  Reading,  Berks  County,  Pennsylvania. 

The  Commission  now,  after  invesrigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation 
and  convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of  April, 
1914,  approves  the  said  incorporation  and  directs  this  Certificate  of  Public  Conve- 
nience to  be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation . 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  24. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Motor ' 
Transit  Company,  Incorporated,  under  Section 
2 (a).  Article  III  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Arti- 
cle V of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law  for 
the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  said  public 
service  company. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Motor  Transit  Company,  Incorporated,  by  petition  in  writ- 
ing, dated  the  3rd  day  of  April,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  the 
Motor  Transit  Company,  Incorporated,  the  character  and  object  of  which  is  the 
establishing,  maintaining  and  operating  automobile  bus  or  stage  lines  between  the 
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City  of  Hazleton,  Luzerne  County,  and  Tamaqua  and  Sheppton,  Schuylkill  County, 
and  Beaver  Meadow,  Carbon  County,  and  Harwood  and  Humboldt,  Luzerne  County, 
Pennsylvania,  and  intermediate  points. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation 
and  convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of  April,  1914, 
approves  the  said  incorporation  and  directs  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
to  be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  25. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Tarentum  "n 
Auto  Transit  ' Company,  under  Section  2 (a). 
Article  III  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V of 
The  Public  Service  Company  Law  for  the  ap- 
proval of  the  incorporation  of  said  public  ser- 
vice company. 


CERTIFICATE 

OP 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Tarentum  Auto  Transit  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
dated  the  4th  day  of  April,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  the 
Tarentum  Auto  Transit  Company,  the  character  and  object  of  which  is  owning, 
leasing,  hiring  and  operating  automobiles  and  auto  vehicles  and  transporting  per- 
sons, property  or  either  therein,  for  hire  and  operating  and  maintaining  automo- 
bile transit  lines  between  Russelton,  Culmerville  and  Tarentum. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommoda- 
tion and  convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  8th  day  of 
April,  1914,  approves  the  said  incorporation  and  directs  this  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  to  be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  26. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Bedford  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power 
Company  for  a Certificate  of  Valuation  approving  the  issuance  of  bonds  to  the 
amount  of  fifteen  thousand  dollars  ($1.5,000.00). 

Hearing.s  were  held  on  this'  application  on  the  8th  day  of  April  and  the  21st  day 
of  April,  1914,  at  which  time  sufficient  evidence  was  not  produced  to  satisfy  the 
Commission  that  a Certificate  of  Valuation  should  be  granted.  On  request  of  th<' 
Attorney  for  the  petitioning  Company  the  matter  was  continued  indefinitely. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  30. 

In  the  matter  of  the  proposed  crossing  of  the  facilities  of  the  Penn  Central  Light 
and  Power  Company  by  the  facilities  of  the  Raystown  Water  Power  Company 
at  a point  in  Catharine  Township,  Blair  County. 

A protest  against  this  crossing  was  filed  by  the  Penn  Central  Light  and  Power 
Company  and  after  a number  of  hearings  and  full  investigation  and  report  by  the 
Engineer  of  the  Commission  an  agreement  was  entered  into  between  the  Raystown 
Water  Power  Company  and  the  Penn  Central  Light  and  Power  Company  by 
which  the  necessity  of  the  crossing  was  avoided. 
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APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  33. 

In  the  matter  of  the  petition  of  the  incorporators  of  the  Foco  Oil  Company  for  the 
approval  of  the  incorpor.ation  of  the  said  Company. 

The  petitioner  in  this  case  stated  that  the  said  Company  was  incorporated  for 
the  purpose  of  producing,  transporting,  distributing,  refining  and  manufacturing 
its  petroleum,  and  the  by-products  thereof. 

At  the  hearing  held  on  April  22,  1914,  the  question  as  to  whether  the  proposed 
Corporation  was  a public  service  company  within  the  meaning  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law  was  raised,  and  said  question  was  referred  to  Counsel  of  the 
Commission  who  advised  the  Commission  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth 
that  if  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Common- 
wealth was  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  “storing  and  transporting”  in  the 
statement  of  the  purpose  set  forth  in  paragraph  II  of  said  Certificate  of  Incorpora- 
tion, it  would  not  be  subject  to  the  provi.sions  of  the  Act  of  Assembly  approved  July 
26,  1913. 

In  accordance  with  this  opinion  the  applicant  amended  the  purpose  of  the  pro- 
posed application  so  that  the  same  did  not  confer  upon  the  Company  any  public 
service  rights  or  duties,  and  therefore  on  .June  16,  1914,  the  original  application  for 
incorporation  was  withdrawn. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  35. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  the 
Shenandoah  Valley  Transportation  Company. 

The  purpose  as  set  forth  in  the  Certification  of  Incorporation  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth  and  certified  to  The  Public  Service  Commission 
developed  the  fact  that  the  proposed  route  for  the  automobile  transit  line  was 
wholly  within  the  State  of  Virginia  and  therefore  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission.  The  petition  was  therefore  withdrawn  xVpril  17,  1914. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  30. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Panther^ 
Failey  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Com- 
pany, under  Section  2 Ca),  Article  III,  and  Sec- 
tions 18  and  19  of  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Ser- 
vice Company  Law,  for  the  approval  of  the 
application  for  Letters  Patent  validating  said 
public  service  company. 


>- 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 


of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Panther  Valley  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company, 
by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  llth  day  of  April,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the 
application  for  Letters  Patent  validating,  creating  and  confirming  said  company 
as  a corporation,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  May  1.5th,  1914,  the  purpose 
of  which  is  to  validate  the  charter  of  the  said  company  which  now  includes  the 
Boroughs  of  Lansford  and  Summit  Hill  and  the  Township  of  Mauch  Chunk,  Carbon 
County. 
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The  Commission,  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommoda- 
tion and  convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  22nd  day  of 
April,  1914,  approves  the  said  proceedings  and  directs  this  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  to  be  attached  to  the  application  for  Letters  Patent  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  37. 

In  re  application  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  the  Hollidaysburg, 
Bedford  and  Cumberland  Railroad  Company  for  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience, 
approving  the  acciuisition  by  the  forme)'  company  of  the  franchises,  rights,  etc., 
of  the  latter. 


Wright,  Conunissioner: 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company 
for  a Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  approving  the  purchase  by  it  of 
the  capital  .stock,  franchises,  property,  etc.,  of  the  Hollidaysburg,  Bed- 
ford and  Cumberland  Railroad  tbmpany. 

This  application  for  a Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  is  made  under 
the  provisions  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law  requiring  the  consent 
of  the  Commission  to  the  acquisition  by  one  public  service  company  of  the 
controlling  interest  in  another  public  service  company.  The  Pennsylvania 
Railroad  is  the  owner  of  the  entire  stock  of  the  Hollidaysburg,  Bedford 
and  Cumberland  Railroad  Company,  and  the  petition  prays  the  Commis- 
sion to  approve  a contract  entered  into  between  the  directors  of  the  two 
companies  by  which  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  will  exchange 
its  capitiil  stock  at  par  for  the  capital  stock  of  the  Hollidaysburg,  Bed- 
ford and  Cumberland  Railroad  Company  at  $8.00  per  share.  The,  agree- 
ment has  been  made  before  the  stockholders  of  both  corporations,  and 
has  been  ratified  by  them,  and  in  its  consummation  the  stock  of  the  Hol- 
lidaysburg, Bedford  and  Cumberland  Railroad  Company  wdll  be  extin- 
guished and  its  entire  property  will  become  the  property  of  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  Company,  Rub.ject  to  all  its  debts  and  liabilities. 

The  agreement  is  made  under  the  provisions  of  an  Act  of  1901, 
authorizing  such  a proceeding,  and  is  for  the  purpose  of  uniting,  under 
one  control,  propei'ties  which  have  been  for  a long  time  under  one  man- 
agement. 

And  now  to  wdt,  April  24th,  1914,  it  is  hereby  ordered  that  the  applica- 
tion for  a Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  in  the  above  entitled  case 
be  issued  as  applied  for. 

ORDER. 

And  now  to  wit,  April  24th,  1914,  the  Order  of  Commissioner  Wright 
this  day  entered  directing  the  appioval  of  the  application  of  the  peti- 
tioner for  the  issuance  of  a Ceililicate  of  Public  Convenience  be  and 
the  same  is  hereby  approved,  confirmed,  and  made  the  Order  of  this 
Commission . 


In  accordance  -with  the  foregoing  order  the  following  Certificate  was  issued: 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pennsyl-  '' 
v.ani'i  Railroad  Company  and  the  Hollidaysburg, 
Bedford  and  Cumberland  Railroad  Company, 
unde.?  Section  3-(c),  Article  III,  and  Sections  18 
and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Com-  I 
pa  ay  l.aw,  for  the  acquisition  by  the  Pennsyl-  ( 
vanii  Railroad  Company  of  the  franchises,  cor- 
porate property  rights  and  privileges  of  the  Hol- 
lidaysburg, Bedford  and  Cumberland  Railroad 
Company.  ^ 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  the  Hollidaysburg, 
Bedford  and  Cumberland  Railroad  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  10th 
day  of  March,  1914,  for  approval  of  the  acquisition  by  the  said  Pennsylvania  R, ail- 
road  Company  of  the  franchises,  corporate  property  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
said  Hollidaysburg,  Bedford  and  Cumberland  Railroad  Company. 
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The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation 
and  convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  23rd  day  of  April, 
1914,  approves  the  acquisition  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  of  the 
franchises,  corporate  property  rights  and  privileges  of  the  Hollidaysburg,  Bedford 
and  Cumberland  Railroad  Company,  upon  the  terms  and  conditions  stipulated  in 
the  agreement  between  the  said  companies  on  file  in  this  oiEce. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  38. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Montour 
Railroad  Company,  under  Section  5,  Article  III, 

Section  12,  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  permission  to  cross 
under  grade  a public  road  in  Peters  Township, 

Washington  County. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Montour  Railroad  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated 
the  8th  day  of  April,  1914,  for  permission  to  cross  a public  road  under  grade  on  the 
land  of  Milton  A.  Douglass  in  Peters  Township,  Washington  County. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  said  crossing  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation, 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  23rd  day  of  April, 
1914,  approves  and  grants  permission  to  the  said  Montour  Railroad  Company  to 
cross  said  public  road  under  grade,  in  accordance  with  the  plans  and  specifications 
on  file  in  this  office. 


CERTIFICATE 

y OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  39. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Montou^'^ 
Railioad  Company,  under  Section  5,  Article  III, 
Sections  12,  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  permission  to  cross 
a public  road  at  grade,  in  Bethel  Township, 
Allegheny  County,  between  the  lands  of  W.  R. 
Woods  and  Blanche  Van  Kirk.  ^ 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonw^ealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Montour  Railroad  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated 
the  8th  day  of  April,  1914,  for  permission  to  cross  a public  road  at  grade  with  its 
tracks  in  Bethel  Township,  Allegheny  County,  between  the  lands  of  W.  R.  Woods 
and  Blanche  Van  Kirk. 

fi’he  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  the  crossing  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service;  accommodation, 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  23d  day  of  April,  1914, 
approves  and  grants  permission  to  the  said  Montour  Railroad  Company  to  cross 
the  said  road  at  grade,  in  accordance  with  the  plans  and  specifications  on  file  in 
this  office. 


No.  27. 
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351 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  4U. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Montour'^ 
Railroad  Company,  under  Section  5,  Article  III, 
.Sections  12,  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  permission  to  cross 
a public  road  in  North  Fayette  Township,  Al- 
legheny County,  known  as  the  Imperial  and 
Noi'th  Star  Road,  by  an  overhead  crossing.  > 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Montour  Railroad  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
dated  the  8th  day  of  April,  1911,  for  permission  to  cross  a public  road  in  North 
Fayette  Township,  Allegheny  County,  known  as  the  Imperial  and  North  Star 
Road,  about  one  mile  north  of  North  Star  in  said  Township,  by  an  overhead 
crossing . 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  the  crossing  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  23rd  day  of  April,  1914, 
approves  and  grants  permission  to  the  said  Montour  Railroad  Company  to  cross 
the  said  public  road  under  the  following  stipulations  and  conditions:  First,  that 
the  masonry  arch  be  constructed  in  accordance  with  the  plans  and  specifications 
on  file  in  this  office,  and  Second,  that  the  highway  approaches  at  each  end  of  the 
arch  be  graded  and  formed  by  the  said  railroad  company,  in  a manner  satisfactory 
to  and  approved  by  the  Chief  Engineer  of  this  Commission. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  41. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company  and  the  St.  John’s 
Kanty  College  Association,  under  Section  5, 

Article  III  and  Sections  12,  18  and  19,  Article 
V of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for 
permission  to  construct  a siding  across  a pub- 
lic road  in  Harbor  Creek  Township,  Erie 
County,  at  grade. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  the  St.  John’s  Kanty 
College  Association,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  15th  day  of  April,  1914,  for 
permission  to  construct  at  grade  a switch  across  Mill  Road  in  Harbor  Creek  Town- 
ship, Erie  County,  and  the  Supervisors  of  said  Harbor  Creek  Township,  having 
consented  to  said  construction,  as  evidenced  by  a copy  of  a resolution  attached  to 
the  petition. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation 
and  convenience  of  the  public  and  accordingly,  hereby,  approves  the  application 
and  grants  permission  to  said  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  to  cross  the  said 
Mill  Road  at  grade  with  a switch  or  a siding,  in  accordance  with  the  plans  and 
conditions  stipulated  in  the  petition  on  file  in  this  office. 

Approved — April  22,  1914. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  42. 

lu  the  matter  of  the  applicatiou  of  The  liell  Tele- 
phone (Jumpauy  of  i’euusylvauia,  under  Section 
3 (a)  Article  lil  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
V,  of  Tne  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for 
tile  appi(jval  of  the  sale  of  certain  property  to 
T)ie  Northern  Central  Telephone  Company. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  28th  day  of  March,  1914,  for 
the  approval  of  the  sale  of  certain  property,  more  fully  described  in  the  Article  of 
Agreement  entered  into  on  the  1st  of  January,  1911,  by  and  between  The  Bell 
Telephone  Company  of  I’ennsylvania  and  The  Northern  Central  Telephone  Com- 
pany. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation 
and  conveniance  of  the  public  and  accordingly,  hereby,  approves  the  sale  of  the 
property  fully  described  in  the  Article  of  Agreement  hereto  attached,  a copy  of 
which  remains  on  tile  in  this  ollice. 

Approved — April  22,  1914. 


1 

I CERTIFICATE 

y OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


APTLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  43. 

In  the  matter  of  the  apjilication  of  The  Bell  Tele- 
I>honi‘  Comp;uiy  of  Pennsylvania,  under  Section 
.i  (a.)  Article  111  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
\',  cf  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for 
the  approval  of  the  lease  of  certain  property  to 
Tlie  Northern  Central  Telephone  Company. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  28th  day  of  March,  1914,  for  the 
approval  of  the  lease  of  certain  property,  more  fully  described  in  the  Article  of 
Agreement  entered  into  on  the  1st  day  of  .January,  1914,  by  and  between  The  Bell 
Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania  and  The  Northern  Central  Telephone  Com- 
pany. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation 
and  convenience  of  the  public  and  accordingly,  hereby,  approves  the  lease  of  the 
property  fully  described  in  the  Article  of  Agreement  hereto  attached,  a copy  of 
which  remains  on  file  in  this  office. 

Approved — April  22,  1914. 

iv 

APrLlCATION  DOCKET  NO.  44. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Petroleum  Telephone  Company  for  a Cer- 
tificate of  Valuation  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  Common  Stock  in  said  Com- 
pany to  the  amount  of  fifty  thousand  dollars  ($50,000.00). 

At  the  time  the  Petitioner  filed  his  application  for  a certificate  of  Valuation 
there  was  also  filed  a Certificate  of  notification  conveying  the  issuance  of  $50,000.00 
of  common  stock  of  the  said  Petroleum  Telephone  Company,  which  Certificate  of 
Notification  was  duly  filed  in  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Assembly 
approved  July  26,  1914. 

A hearing  on  the  petition  of  the  Certificate  of  Valuation  was  fixed  for  May  6, 
1914,  but  before  said  date,  to  wit,  on  April  17,  1914,  the  petitioner  withdrew  said 
petition  and  no  further  action  on  the  part  of  the  Commission  was  therefore 
required . 


CERTIFICATE 
y OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


No.  27. 
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APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  45. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  for  the  approval  of  the  Incorporation  of  Hamilton 

Oil  and  Gas  Company. 

A certified  copy  of  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation  filed  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commonwealth  for  the  incorporation  of  this  company  was  transferred  by  said 
Department  to  this  Commission. 

At  the  hearing  before  the  Commission,  it  was  found  that  the  purpose  of  the 
proposed  corporation  as  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  incorporation  did  not  bring  it 
within  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Company  Law,  as  a Public  Service 
Company,  requiring  the  approval  of  the  Commission  before  Letters  Patent  could 
bo  granted. 

The  petition  was  therefore  withdrawn  and  further  action  by  the  Commission 
was  unnecessary. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  40. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  for  the  approval  of  the  Incorporation  of  Coffee 

Ruji  Oil  and  Gas  Company. 

A certified  copy  of  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation  filed  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commonwealth  for  the  incorporation  of  this  company  was  transferred  by  said 
Department  to  this  Commission. 

At  the  hearing  before  the  Commission,  it  was  found  that  the  purpose  of  the 
proposed  corporation  as  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  incorporation  did  not  bring  it 
within  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Company  Law,  as  a Public  Service 
Company,  requiring  the  approval  of  the  Commission  before  Letters  Patent  could 
be  granted. 

The  petition  was  therefore  withdrawn  and  further  action  by  the  Commission 
was  unnecessary. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  47. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  for  the  approval  of  the  Incorporation  of  Lansdale 

Ice  and  Storage  Company. 

A certified  copy  of  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation  filed  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commonwealth  for  the  incorporation  of  this  company  was  transferred  by  said 
Department  to  this  Commission. 

At  the  hearing  before  the  Commission,  it  was  found  that  the  purpose  of  the 
proposed  corporation  as  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  incorporation  did  not  bring  it 
within  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Company  Law,  as  a Public  Service 
Company,  requiring  the  approval  of  the  Commission  before  Letters  Patent  could 
be-  granted . 

The  petition  was  therefore  withdrawn  and  further  action  by  the  Commission 


was  unnecessary. 
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APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  48. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  for  the  approval  of  the  Incorporation  of  Universal 

Ice  and  Cold  Storage  Company. 

A certified  copy  of  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation  filed  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commonwealth  for  the  incorporation  of  this  company  was  transferred  by  said 
Department  to  this  Commission. 

At  the  hearing  before  the  Commission,  it  was  found  that  the  purpose  of  the 
proposed  corporation  as  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  incorporation  did  not  bring  it 
within  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Company  Law,  as  a Public  Service 
Company,  requiring  the  approval  of  the  Commission  before  Letters  Patent  could 
be  granted. 

The  petition  was  therefore  withdrawn  and  further  action  by  the  Commission 
was  unnecessary. 


APPLICATION  DOI^KET  NO.  49. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  for  the  approval  of  the  Incorporation  of  Beaver 

Natural  Gas  'Company. 

A certified  copy  of  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation  filed  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commonwealth  for  the  incorporation  of  this  company  was  transferred  by  said 
Department  to  this  Commission. 

At  the  hearing  before  the  Commission,  it  was  found  that  the  purpose  of  the 
proposed  corporation  as  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  incorporation  did  not  bring  it 
within  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Company  Law,  as  a Public  Service 
Company,  requiring  the  approval  of  the  Commission  before  Letters  Patent  could 
be  granted. 

The  petition  was  therefore  withdrawn  and  further  action  by  the  Commission 
was  unnecessary. 


t 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  50. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  for  the  approval  o fthe  Incorporation  of  Peerless 

OU  and  Gas  Company. 

A certified  copy  of  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation  filed  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commonwealth  for  the  incorporation  of  this  company  was  transferred  by  said 
Department  to  this  Commission. 

At  the  hearing  before  the  Commission,  it  was  found  that  the  purpose  of  the 
proposed  corporation  as  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  incorporation  did  not  bring  it 
within  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Company  Law,  as  a Public  Service 
Company,  requiring  the  approval  of  the  Commission  before  Letters  Patent  could 
be  granted. 

The  petition  was  therefore  withdrawn  and  further  action  by  the  Commission 


was  unnecessary. 


No.  27. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 
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APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  51. 


Ill  the  matter  of  the  applic.ation  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vauia  Utilities  Company  for  the  approval  of  a 
proposed  crossing  of  the  tracks  and  facilities  of 
the  Central  Railroad  of  New  Jersey  at  a point 
known  as  the  Gleiidon  Crossing  in  West  Easton, 
Palmer  Township,  Northampton  County. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pennsylvania  Utilities  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
dated  the  3rd  day  of  April,  1914,  for  a Certificate  of  Public  Convenience,  evidencing 
the  Commission’s  approval  of  a proposed  crossing  at  a point  known  as  the  Glendon 
Crossing,  in  West  Easton,  Palmer  Township,  Northampton  County;  and  the 
I.ehigh  Coal  and  Navigation  Company  having  protested  against  the  said  proposed 
crossing . 

The  Commission,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  finds,  determines  and  certifies 
that  the  approval  of  said  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  accommodation, 
convenience  or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  May, 
1914,  approves  said  proposed  crossing  to  bo  constructed  in  accordance  with  the 
general  plans  and  specifications  attached  to  the  petition  subject,  however,  to  the 
following  conditions; 

First — With  respect  to  the  details  of  the  jdans  and  specifications  the  construction 
shall  be  in  conformity  with  the  standard  specifications  for  such  crossings  of  the 
American  Railway  Association. 

Second— After  the  crossing  shall  have  been  constructed,  the  Pennsylvania  Utili- 
ties Company  shall,  Avithin  thirty  days,  file  in  the  office  of  The  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  detailed  plans  and  a satisfactory 
description  of  the  crossing  as  constructed,  and  the  connecting  lines,  poles,  and 
facilities  for  a distance  of  several  hundred  feet  on  either  side  of  the  said  crossing. 

Third — If  at  any  time,  in  the  opinion  of  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  it  is  desirable  or  necessary  to  make  any  alterations 
or  improvements  at  or  in  connection  with  said  crossing  hereby  and  herein  ap- 
proved, then  the  Pennsylvania  Utilities  Company  shall  forthwith  make  such 
changes  or  improvements  as  the  said  Public  Service  Commission  may  advise,  order 
or  approve. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  52. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  South  Hills 
Transportation  Company,  under  Section  2 (a). 

Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  ap- 
proval of  the  incorporation  of  said  public  service 
company. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  tbe  South  Hills  Transportation  Company,  by  petition  in  writ- 
ing, dated  the  29th  day  of  April,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  the 
South  Hills  Transportation  Company,  the  character,  object  and  purpose  of  which 
is  to  operate  lines  of  vehicles,  propelled  by  gasoline,  electricity  or  other  motor 
power  within  the  County  of  Allegheny  and  other  parts  of  Western  Pennsylvania 
for  carrying  passengers,  or  the  transportation  of  all  kinds  of  freight,  goods  and 
merchandise. 
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The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  6th  day  of  May,  1914, 
ap)troves  the  said  incorporation  and  directs  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
to  be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 


APl'L  I CATION  DOCKET  NO.  53. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  American 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 3 (d),  .\rticle  111,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 

Article  V,  of  Tlie  Puiilic  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  approval  of  the  sale  of  all  the  corporate 
rights,  franchises,  iiroperty,  etc.,  of  the  said 
American  Electric  Inght  and  Power  Company  to 
the  Lehigli  Valley  Light  and  Power  Company. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  by  the  American  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  and  the 
Lehigh  Valley  Light  and  Power  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  7th 
day  of  April,  1914,  for  the  .approval  of  the  sale  of  all  the  corporate  rights,  franchises, 
property,  etc.,  of  the  said  American  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  to  the 
said  Ijehigh  Valley  Light  and  Pow'er  Company,  more  fully  described  in  the  Article 
of  Agreement  entered  into  the  7th  day  of  April,  1914,  by  and  between  the  said 
American  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  and  Lehigh  Valley  Light  and  Power 
Company. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  iicce.s.sary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  approves  the  sale  of  the  rights, 
franchises,  property,  etc.,  fully  described  in  the  Article  of  Agreement  hereto 
attached,  a copy  of  which  remains  on  file  in  this  oflBce. 

Approved,  May  6,  1914. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  51. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Kutztown  water  Company  for  a Certificate  of 
Valuation  with  respect  to  the  increase  of  the  bonded  indebtedness  of  said  Company 
of  $50,000.00  to  $75,000.00. 

A hearing  of  this  application  was  held  on  May  6,  1914,  at  w'hich  sufficient  evi- 
dence was  not  adduced  to  satisfy  the  Commission,  that  the  appeal  of  the  applicant 
was  necessary  for  the  convenience  of  the  public. 

The  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Accounting  and  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Engineer- 
ing were  directed  by  the  Commission  to  make  an  examination  and  report  of  the  books 
of  the  accounts  of  the  said  Company,  and  the  valuation  of  the  said  Water  Company 
respectively. 

Before  this  examination  and  valuation  were  made,  the  petitioner  on  May  21,  1914, 
filed  a request  to  have  the  matter  postponed  indefinitely,  which  request  was  granted 
by  the  Commission. 
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APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  55. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Bethlehem 
Electric  I.ight  Company,  under  Section  2 (a), 
Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19  of  Article  V 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  application  for  letters  patent  vali- 
dating said  public  service  company. 


> 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Bethlehem  Electric  Light  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
dated  the  13th  day  of  April,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  application  for  letters 
patent  validating,  creating  and  confirming  said  company  as  a corporation,  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  May  15th,  1914,  the  purpose  of  which  is  to  validate 
the  charter  of  said  Company  so  as  to  include  the  Boroughs  of  Bethlehem  and  South 
Bethlehem . 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  6th  day  of  May,  1914, 
approves  the  said  proceedings  and  directs  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
to  be  attached  to  the  application  for  Letters  Patent  on  file  in  the  office  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth. 


AEPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  5G. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company,  Philadelphia  Belt  Line 
Railroad  Company  and  the  City  of  Philadelphia, 
under  Section  5,  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and 
19,  Article  of  The  Public  Service  Company 
Law,  for  approval  of  the  construction  of  a siding 
at  grade  across  a portion  of  South  Delaware 
Aventie  from  the  tracks  of  the  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
road Company  to  a point  on  Pier  No.  40,  South 
Delaware  Wharves,  said  City. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  the  Philadelphia  Belt 
liine  Railroad  Company  and  the  City  of  Philadelphia,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated 
the  28th  day  of  April,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  construction  of  a siding  at 
grade  across  a portion  of  South  Delaware  Avenue  from  the  tracks  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company  to  a point  on  Pier  No.  40,  on  South  Delaware  Wharves, 
said  City. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  crossing  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and  con- 
venience of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  15th  day  of  May,  1914, 
approves  and  grants  permission  to  the  said  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  the 
Philadelphia  Belt  Line  Railroad  Company  to  cross  the  said  South  Delaware  Avenue 
at  grade,  in  accordance  with  the  plans,  specification  and  conditions  contained  in 
said  petition  and  the  agreement  between  the  said  companies  and  city  hereto  at- 
tached . 
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APPL  [CATION  DOCKET  NO.  57. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Gleasonton  5 
and  Paddy's  Run  Railroad  Company,  under  | 
Section  2 (a).  Article  HI,  and  Sections  18  and  t 
19,  Article  V of  The  Public  Service  Company  ( 
J.aw,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  I 
said  public  service  company.  A 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Gleasonton  and  Paddy’s  Run  Railroad  Company, 
by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  27th  day  of  April,  1914,  for  the  ap- 
proval of  the  incorporation  of  the  Gleasonton  and  Paddy’s  Run  Railroad  Company, 
the  character,  object  and  purpose  of  which  is  to  construct,  maintain  and  operate 
a railroad  for  public  use  in  the  conveyance  of  persons  and  property  from  a point 
near  the  right-of-way  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  near  Young  'Woman’s 
Creek  at  Gleasonton,  Chapman  Township,  Clinton  County,  to  a point  in  Leidy 
Township,  Clinton  County,  on  the  Robert  Blackwell  Warrant  No.  1308 — a distance 
of  about  ten  miles. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  6th  day  of  May,  1914, 
approves  the  said  incorporation  and  directs  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
to  be  attached  to  the  Articles  of  Association . 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  58. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Eastern  A 
Pennsylvania  Railways  Company,  under  Section  I 

3 (c),  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  I CEllTIFICATE 

V of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  > OF 

approval  of  a lease  between  said  Company  and  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE, 
the  Mauch  Chunk  Heat,  Power  and  Electric 
Light  Company.  ^ 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  dated  the  29th  day  of  April,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  a lease  dated  the 
14th  day  of  April,  1914,  by  and  between  the  said  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways 
Company  and  the  Mauch  Chunk  Heat,  Power  and  Electric  Light  Company. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  approves  the  said  lease  or  agree- 
.ment,  hereto  attested, — a copy  of  which  remains  on  file  in  this  office. 

Approved,  May  6,  1914. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  59. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company  and  the  Harshaw,  Ful- 
ler and  Goodwin  Company,  under  Section  5, 

Article  III,  and  Sections  12,  18  and  19,  Article 
V of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  the  construction  of  a siding  at 
grade  across  Swanson  and  Jackson  Streets  in  the 
City  of  Philadelphia. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  the  Harshaw,  Fuller 
and  Goodwin  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  for  the  approval  of  the  construction 
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of  a siding  at  grade  across  Swanson  and  Jackson  Streets  in  the  City  of  Philadel- 
phia, authority  to  construct  said  crossing  being  granted  by  an  Ordinance  of  the 
City  of  Philadelphia  approved  by  the  Mayor,  December  31,  1913. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  crossing  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1914, 
approves  and  grants  permission  to  the  said  The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company 
and  the  Harshaw,  Fuller  and  Goodwin  Company  to  construct  a siding  at  grade 
across  the  said  Swanson  and  Jackson  Streets,  in  accordance  with  the  plans  and 
specifications  and  conditions  contained  in  said  petition,  and  the  Ordinance  of  the 
City  of  Philadelphia  on  file  in  this  office. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  60. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Langhorne 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  the  Lang- 
horne Manor  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company, 
the  South  Langhorne  Light,  Heat  and  Power 
Company,  the  Hulmeville  Light,  Heat  and  Power 
Company,  the  Middletown  Light,  Heat  and  Pow- 
er Company,  the  Bristol  Light,  Heat  and  Power 
Company,  and  the  Bensalem  Light,  Heat  and 
Power  Company,  under  Section  3 (c).  Article 
III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V of  The 
Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval 
of  the  merger  of  said  Companies. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Langhorne  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  the 
Langhorne  Manor  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  the  South  Langhorne  Light, 
Heat  and  Power  Company,  the  Hulmeville  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  the 
Middletown  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  the  Bristol  Light,  Heat  and  Power 
Company  and  the,  Bensalem  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  dated  the  2Sth  day  of  March,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  a contract  of 
merger  and  consolidation  between  the  said  Companies,  under  the  terms  and  con- 
ditions as  set  forth  in  said  agreement  of  consolidation  and  merger,  dated  the  29th 
day  of  January,  1914,  forming  one  corporation  known  as  the  Langhorne  Electric 
Light  and  Power  Company. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and  convenience 
of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  29th  day  of  May,  1914,  approves 
the  said  merger  and  consolidation,  and  directs  that  this  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  be  attached  to  the  joint  Agreement  of  Consolidation  and  Merger. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  61. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Red  Hill'' 
Gas  Company  and  the  Green  Lane  Gas,  Fuel 
and  Heat  Company,  under  Section  3 (c) , Article 
III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V of  The  ^ 
Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval 
of  the  merger  and  consolidation  of  said  Com  • 
panics.  .> 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Rod  Hill  Gas  Company  and  the  Green  Lane  Gas,  Fuel 
and  Heat  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  18th  day  of  March,  1914, 
for  the  approval  of  the  contract  of  merger  and  consolidation  between  the  said 
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Red  Hill  Gas  Company  and  the  said  Green  Lane  Gas,  Fuel  and  Heat  Company, 
under  the  terms  and  conditions  as  set  forth  in  said  agreement  of  consolidation  and 
merger,  dated  the  15th  day  of  April,  1914,  forming  said  Companies  into  one  corpora- 
tion to  be  known  as  the  Penn-Green  Gas  Company. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and  con- 
venience of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1914, 
approves  the  said  merger  and  consolidation,  and  directs  that  this  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  be  attached  to  the  joint  Agreement  of  Consolidation  and  Merger. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  62. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Bell  Tele-"^ 
j)h(ine  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  under  Section 
3 (el.  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
V of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  the  sale  of  the  capital  stock  of  the 
Fairview  Telephone  Company  to  the  said  Bell 
Telephone  Company . ^ 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  by  petition  in 
writing,  dated  the  29th  day  of  April,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  sale  of  the 
capital  stock  of  the  Fairview  Telephone  Company  to  the  said  The  Bell  Telephone 
Company  of  Pennsylvania,  under  the  terms  and  conditions,  as  set  forth  in  the 
said  petition. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
*'ng  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  21st  day  of  May,  1914, 
approves  the  said  sale  upon  the  terras  and  conditions,  as  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid 
petition,  the  original  of  which  remains  on  file  in  this  office. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  63. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Delaware, 

Lackawanna  and  Western  Railroad  Company, 
under  Section  5,  Article  III,  and  Sections  12, 

18  and  19,  Article  V of  The  Public  Service  Com- 
pany I.aw,  for  relocation  of  the  Dundee  Cross 
Road,  Hanover  Township,  and  the  abolition  of 
certain  grade  crossings  on  said  road,  as  now  laid 
out . 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Delaware,  Lackawanna  and  Western  Railroad  Company, 
by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  6th  day  of  May,  1914,  for  relocation  of  a portion  of 
Dundee  Cross  Road,  in  the  Township  of  Hanover,  Luzerne  County,  and  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  grade  crossings  upon  the  said  road,  as  now  constructed,  in  conformity 
with  a Resolution  of  the  Commissioners  of  Hanover  Township,  dated  the  25th  day 
of  March,  1914,  and  acceptance  thereof  by  said  Delaware,  Lackawanna  and  Western 
Railroad  Company,  dated  the  30th  day  of  April,  1914. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
approval  of  this  petition  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation, 
convenience  or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  22nd  day  of  May, 
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1914,  approves  said  application  and  grants  permission  to  the  Delaware,  Lackawanna 
and  Western  Railroad  Company  to  relocate  said  Dundee  Cross  Road,  in  accordance 
with  the  aforesaid  resolution,  and  approves  the  construction  of  the  overhead  cross- 
ings and  a crossing  at  garde  over  the  tracks  of  the  V ilkes-Barre  Railway  Company, 
in  accordance  with  the  plans  and  specifications  on  file  in  this  office,  subject, 
however,  to  the  following  conditions: 

First:  That  the  Wilkes-Barre  Railway  Company  shall  have  the  right  to  com- 

plete its  double  track. 

Second:  That  the  head  room,  provided  for  in  the  overhead  crossings,  shall  not 

be  less  than  fifteen  feet. 

Third:  The  right  and  power  of  the  Water  Supply  Commission  of  Pennsylvania  to 
change,  alter  or  amend  the  plans  and  specifications,  with  reference  to  the  proposed 
waterway. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  05. 

In  the  matter  of  the  peition  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  'William  E. 
Cooper  for  the  approval  of  the  construction  of  a siding  at  grade  across  West- 
moreland and  Willard  Streets  in  the  City  of  Philadelphia. 

At  the  hearing  held  on  June  17,  1914,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  the  pe- 
titioner failed  to  establish  the  fact  that  the  construction  of  the  said  crossing  at 
grade  was  necessary  for  the  accommodation,  convenience  or  safety  of  the  public, 
and  the  petition  was  therefore  refused. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  Gfj. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Auburn  ^ 
Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  the 
AVest  Brunswick  Township  Electric  Light,  Heat 
and  Power  Company  and  the  Port  Clinton  Light, 
Heat  and  Power  Company,  under  Section  3 (c) , 
Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  > 
approval  of  the  sale  of  all  the  corporate  rights, 
franchises,  property,  etc.,  of  the  said  West 
Brunswick  Township  Electric  Light,  Heat  and 
Power  Company  and  the  Port  Clinton  Light, 
Heat  and  Power  Company  to  the  said  Auburn 
Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company.  > 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PT’BLK'  CONWENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  by  the  Auburn  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  the 
MTst  Brunswick  Township  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  and  the  Port 
Clinton  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  5th 
day  of  May,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  sale  of  all  the  corporate  rights,  franchises, 
property , etc. , of  the  said  West  Brunswick  Township  Electric  Light,  Heat  and 
Power  Company  and  the  Port  Clinton  IJght,  Heat  and  Power  Company  to  the 
said  Auburn  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  more  fully  described  in 
the  Articles  of  Agreement  entered  into  the  11th  day  of  March,  1914,  by  and  between 
said  companies. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  the  sale  of  the  rights,  franchises,  property,  etc.,  fully  described  in  the 
Articles  of  Agreement  hereto  attached,  copies  of  which  remain  on  file  in  this  office. 
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APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  OS. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Cementon^ 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  under  Sec-  I 
tion  3 (a),  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  1 
Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  > 
for  the  approval  of  certilicate  limiting  its  cor- 
porate rights  and  powers  and  validating  its 
charter.  . 


CERTIFICATE 

OP 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Cementon  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  by  peti- 
tion in  writing,  dated  the  6th  day  of  May,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  its  certificate 
as  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  June  6,  1913,  validating  its  charter  and  limiting  its  corporate  rights  and  powers 
to  the  Township  of  White  Hall,  Lehigh  County. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  and  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914, 
a])proves  the  said  proceedings  and  directs  that  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
be  attached  to  the  said  certificate  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com- 
monwealth. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  70. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Lehigh 
County  Electric  Company,  under  Section  3 (a). 
Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  certificate  limiting  its  corporate 
rights  and  powers  and  validating  its  charter. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Tjehigh  County  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
dated  the  6th  day  of  May,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  its  certificate  as  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  .lune  6th, 
1913,  validating  its  charter  and  limiting  its  corporate  rights  and  powers  to  the 
Borough  of  Coplay: 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  the  said  proceedings  and  directs  that  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convneience 
be  attached  to  the  said  certificate  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com- 
monwealth. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  71. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Lancaster 
and  Berks  Railway  Company,  under  Section  2 
la).  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  the  incorporation  of  said  proposed 
public  service  company. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Lancaster  and  Berks  Railway  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  dated  the  26th  day  of  May,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of 
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tire  Lancaster  and  Berks  Railway  Company,  the  character  and  object  of  which 
is  the  constructing,  maintaining  and  operating  a railroad  from  Lititz,  in  Lancaster 
County,  to  Womelsdorf,  in  Berks  County,  a distance  of  fifteen  miles: 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  the  said  incorporation  and  directs  that  this  Certificate  of  Public  Con- 
venience be  attached  to  the  Articles  of  Association . 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  72. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Blue  Moun- 
tain Consolidated  Water  Company  and  the  Plain- 
field  Water  Company,  under  Section  3 (a).  Arti- 
cle III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of 
The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  ap- 
proval of  the  sale  of  certain  property  of  the  Blue 
Mountain  Consolidated  Water  Company  lying 
in  Plainfield  Township,  Northampton  County,  to 
the  Plainfield  Water  Company. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Blue  Mountain  Consolidated  M^ater  Company  and  the 
Plainfield  Water  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  28th  day  of  May, 
1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  sale  of  certain  property  consisting  of  pipes,  mains, 
connections,  attachments,  etc.,  lying  in  Plainfield  Township,  Northampton  County, 
and  more  fully  described  in  the  Articles  of  Agreement  by  and  between  said  com- 
panies to  be  executed  upon  the  issuance  of  this  Certificate. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  the  construction  of  the  siding  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accom- 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  the  sale  of  said  property  consisting  of  pipes,  mains,  connections,  at- 
tachments, etc.,  lying  in  Plainfield  Township,  Northampton  County,  fully  de- 
scribed in  the  Articles  of  Agreement  hereto  attached,  a copy  of  which  remains  on 
file  in  this  office. 


CERTIFICATE 
^ OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  73. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Heirs  of 
John  Murrin,  deceased,  under  Section  5,  Article 
III,  and  Sections  12,  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of 
The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  permission 
to  construct  a siding  across  Brooklyn  Street,  in 
the  City  of  Carbondale,  Lackawanna  County. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Heirs  of  John  Murrin,  deceased,  by  petition  in  writing, 
dated  the  20th  day  of  May,  1914,  for  permission  to  construct  a siding  across 
Brooklyn  Street,  in  the  City  of  Carbondale,  Lackawanna  County. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing o fthe  construction  of  the  siding  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accom- 
modation, convenience,  or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the 
3rd  day  of  ,Tune,  1914,  approves  and  grants  permission  to  said  Heirs  of  .John  Murrin, 
deceased,  in  conformity  with  the  terms  of  the  petition  and  plans  and  specifications 
filed  therewith,  in  this  office,  subject  to  the  following  conditions:  First — That 

there  shall  be  established  a watchman  at  said  crossing ; Second — That  a switch 
throw-out  shall  be  constructed. 
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APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  74. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  York,  Flan-  ' 
over  and  Frederick  Railroad  Company  and  Cen- 
tral Railroad  of  Maryland,  under  Section  3 (c). 
Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  the  consolidation  and  merger  of  said 
companies.  ^ 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  by  the  York,  Hanover  and  Ih-ederick  Railroad  Company  and  the 
Central  Railroad  of  Maryland,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  18th  day  of  May, 
1914,  for  the  approval  of  a contract  of  consolidation  and  merger  between  the  said 
companies,  under  the  terms  and  conditions  as  sot  forth  in  said  agreement  of  con- 
solidation and  merger,  dated  the  27th  day  of  April,  1914,  forming  one  corporation 
known  as  the  Y’ork,  Hanover  and  FTederick  Railway  Company. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and  convenience 
of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  4th  day  of  June,  1914,  approves 
said  consolidation  and  merger,  and  directs  that  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
be  attached  to  the  joint  Agreement  of  Consolidation  and  Merger. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  75. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Springboro  "h 
Independent  Telephone  Company,  under  Section 
2 (a).  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  L 
V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  the  incorporation  of  said  proposed 
])ul)lic  service  company.  J 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBIJC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  23rd  day  of  May,  1914,  for  the 
approval  of  the  incorporation  of  the  Springboro  Independent  Telephone  Company, 
the  character  and  object  of  whicii  is  to  construct,  maintain  and  operate  telephone 
and  telegraph  lines  in  Crawford  County,  on  the  general  route  as  described  in  the 
application  for  incorporation. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  .Tune,  1914, 
approves  the  said  incorporation  and  directs  that  this  Certificate  of  Public  Conven- 
ience be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  76. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Butler-  ^ 
Ilighfields  Water  Company,  under  Section  2 (a) , | 
Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  i 
The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  ap-  | 
proval  of  the  incorporation  of-  said  proposed 
public  service  company.  4 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  C )mmonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Butlcr-Highfields  Water  Company,  by  petition  in  writing, 
dated  the  2.5th  day  of  May,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  the  Butler- 
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Highfields  Water  Company,  the  character  and  object  of  which  is  to  supply  water 
to  the  public  in  Butler  County,  in  a district  known  as  the  Butler-Highfields  Plan 
of  Lots,  and  fully  described  in  the  application  for  incorporation. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  the  said  incorporation,  subject  to  the  conditions  imposed  by  the  Water 
Supply  Commission  of  Pennsylvania,  and  directs  that  this  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation . 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  77. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Buffalo, 

Rochester  and  Pittsburgh  Railway  Company, 
under  Section  5,  Article  III,  and  Sections  12,  18 
and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Com- 
pany Law,  for  permission  to  cross  Brady  Street 
in  the  Borough  of  DuBois,  and  Tozier  Avenue, 
in  the  Township  of  Sandy,  Clearfield  County,  at 
grade,  with  an  additional  track  thereon. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Buffalo,  Rochester  and  Pittsburgh  Railway  Company, 
by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  14th  day  of  May,  1914,  for  permission  to  con- 
struct an  additional  track  at  grade  across  Brady  Street  in  the  Borough  of  DuBois, 
and  Tozier  Avenue  in  the  Township  of  Sandy,  Clearfield  County. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  the  crossing  at  grade  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommmodation, 
convenience  or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of 
June,  1914,  approves  said  petition  and  grants  permission  to  the  said  Buffalo, 
Rochester  and  Pittsburgh  Railway  Company  to  construct  an  additional  track  at 
grade  across  Brady  Street,  in  the  Borough  of  DuBois,  and  Tozier  Avenue,  in  the 
Township  of  Sandy,  Clearlield  County,  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  petition 
on  file  in  thi.s  office. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  78. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Hanover 
Water  Company  of  Lehigh  County,  under  Section 
2 (a),  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article 
V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
Approval  of  the  incorporation  of  said  proposed 
public  service  company . 


>- 


J 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Hanover  "Water  Company  of  Lehigh  County,  by  petition  in 
writing,  dated  the  27th  day  of  May,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of 
the  Hanover  Water  Company  of  Lehigh  County,  the  character  and  object  of  which 
is  to  supply  water  to  the  public  in  the  Township  of  Hanover,  I.ehigh  County. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914, 
•approves  the  said  incorporation  and  directs  that  this  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 
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APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  79. 


In  the  Matter  of  the  application  of  the  Bethlehem  'j 
Water  Company,  under  Section  2 (a),  Article 
III,  anil  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  I 
Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval 
of  the  incorporation  of  said  proposed  public 
service  company. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Bethlehem  "Water  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated 
the  27  day  of  IMay,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  the  Bethlehem 
Water  Company,  the  character  and  object  of  which  is  to  supply  water  to  the  public 
in  the  Township  of  Salisbury,  Lehigh  County. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  jiroper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  the  said  incorporation,  subject  to  the  conditions  imposed  by  the  Water 
Supply  Commission  of  Pennsylvania,  and  directs  this  Certificate  of  Public  Con- 
venience to  be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  80. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Co.aldale  "h 
Electric  Company,  under  Section  2 (a).  Article 
HI,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Article  "V,  of  The  C 
Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  approval 
of  the  incorporation  of  said  public  service  com- 
pany. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Coaldale  Electric  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated 
the  1st  day  of  June,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  the  Coaldale 
Electric  Company,  the  character  and  object  of  which  is  the  supplying  of  light,  heat 
and  power,  by  means  of  electricity,  in  the  Borough  of  Coaldale,  Schuylkill  County. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  the  said  incorporation,  and  directs  that  this  Certificate  of  Public  Conven- 
ience be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  81. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Eastern 
Pennsylvania  Railways  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 3 Ic),  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 
Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
for  the  approval  of  a lease  between  said  company 
and  P.  F.  Sharpe. 


'v 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  dated  the  6th  day  of  June,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  an  agreement  dated 
the  20th  day  of  May,  1914,  between  the  said  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Com- 
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pany  and  P.  F.  Sharpe,  of  Laniiford,  Carbon  County,  Pennsylvania,  providing  for 
the  leasing  to  the  said  P.  F.  Sharpe  of  certain  buildings  located  at  Manilla  Grove, 
Coaldale,  Schuylkill  County,  for  the  term  of  four  months. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  16th  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  the  said  lease  and  agreement  hereto  attached. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  S2. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Ephrata 
and  Lebanon  Traction  Company,  under  Section 
2 (a).  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19,  Ar- 
ticle V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  f 
for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of  said 
proposed  public  service  company.  -J 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Ephrata  and  Lebanon  Traction  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  dated  the  13th  day  of  June,  1914*,  for  the  approval  of  the  incorporation  of 
the  Ephrata  and  Lebanon  Traction  Company,  the  character  and  object  of  which 
is  the  construction  and  operation  of  motors  and  cables,  or  other  machinery  for 
supplying  motive  power  to  passenger  railways,  and  the  necessary  apparatus  for 
applying  the  same,  in  the  Counties  of  Lancaster  and  Lebanon. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  the  said  incorporation,  and  directs  that  this  Certificate  of  Public  Con- 
venience be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  S3. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Ephrata^ 
and  Lebanon  Street  Railway  Company,  under 
Section  6 (c).  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and 
19,  of  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  >- 
Law,  for  the  approval  of  the  purchase  of  the 
capital  stock  of  the  Ephrata  and  Lebanon  Trac- 
tion Company. 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Ephrata  and  Lebanon  Street  Railway  Company,  by  peti- 
tion in  writing,  dated  the  12th  day  of  June,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  purchase 
of  the  entire  capital  stock  of  the  Ephrata  and  Lebanon  Tractio.u  Company,  under 
the  terms  and  conditions  as  set  forth  in  said  petition. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  .and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  said  purchase,  upon  the  terms  and  conditions  as  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid 
petition,  th'»  original  of  which  remains  on  file  in  this  office. 
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APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  84. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Bell  Tele- 
phone Company  of  Pennsylvania  and  The  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  Company,  under  Section  3 
(cl,  Article  111,  and  Sections  18  and  16,  Article 
V,  of  The  I’ublic  Service  Company  Law,  for  the 
approval  of  the  sale  of  certain  real  estate  in  the 
City  of  Philadelphia  by  The  Bell  Telephone 
Company  of  Pennsylvania  to  The  Pennsylvania 
Railroad  Company. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania  and  The  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  6th  day  of  May, 
1911:,  for  the  approval  of  the  sale  of  three  certain  lots  or  parcels  of  real  estate, 
situated  in  the  City  of  Philadelphia,  more  fully  and  at  large  described  in  the 
Agreement  of  the  sale  filed  with  said  petition. 

The  Conjmission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  the  sale  of  said  real  estate  consisting  of  three  certain  lots  or  parcels  of 
ground,  situated  in  the  City  of  Philadelphia,  more  fully  and  at  large  described 
in  the  agreement  of  sale  filed  with  said  ]>etitioii,  hereto  attached,  copies  of  which 
remain  on  tile  in  this  office. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  85. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company,  Philadelphia  and  Read- 
ing Railway  Company  and  Edward  F.  Benson 
:ind  Company,  under  .Section  5,  Article  III,  and 
Sections  18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  for  approval  of  the  con- 
struction of  a siding  at  grade  across  Penn  and 
I'oplar  Streets,  from  the  tracks  of  the  Delaware 
Avimue  Braneli  of  said  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
Company  and  said  Philadelphia  and  Reading 
Railway  Company,  to  a point  of  connection  with 
Pier  No.  37,  North  Delaware  Wharves,  City  of 
Philadelphia . 

Application  lieing  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  Philadelphia  and  Reading 
Railway  Company  and  Edward  F.  Benson  & Company,  by  petition  in  writing,  re- 
ceived June  17,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  construction  of  a siding,  at  grade, 
across  Penn  and  Poplar  .Streets,  from  the  tracks  of  the  Delaware  Avenue  Branch 
of  the  said  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  said  Philadelphia  and  Reading 
Railway  Company  to  a point  of  connection  with  Pier  No.  37,  North  Delaware 
Wharves,  City  of  Philadelphia,  said  pier  being  the  property  of  said  Edward  F. 
Benson  & Company. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  crossing  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  and  grants  permission  to  the  said  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  the 
Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company  to  cross  the  said  Penn  and  Poplar 
Streets  at  grade,  in  accordance  with  the  plans,  specifications  .and  conditions  con- 
tained in  said  petition  and  agreement  between  the  said  companie.®  hereto  attached. 
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APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  86. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company,  Philadelphia  Belt  Line 
Railroad  Company  and  the  City  of  Philadelphia, 
under  Section  o.  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and 
19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company 
Law,  for  the  approval  of  the  construction  of  a 
siding  at  grade  across  a portion  of  Delaware 
Avenue  from  the  tracks  of  the  Pennsylvania 
Railroad  Company  to  a point  of  connection  with 
Municipal  Pier  No.  38,  South  Delaware 
Wharves,  said  City. 


> 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  The  Philadelphia  Belt 
liine  Railroad  Company  and  the  City  of  Philadelphia,  by  petitioi’.  in  writing,  re- 
ceived June  13,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  tlie  construction  of  a siding  at  grade  across 
a portion  of  Delaware  Avenue  from  the  tracks  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany to  a point  of  connection  with  Municipal  Pier  No.  38,  South  Delaware  Wharves, 
said  City. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  crossing  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and  con- 
venience of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  and  grants  permission  to  the  said  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and 
the  Philadelphia  Belt  Line  Railroad  Company  to  cross  the  said  Delaware  Avenue 
at  grade,  in  accordance  with  the  plans,  specifications  and  conditions  contained  in 
said  petition  and  the  agreement  between  the  said  companies  and  city  hereto  at- 
tpched. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  87. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Bethlehem 
City  Water  Company  and  the  City  of  Allentown, 
under  Section  3 (c).  Article  III,  and  Sections 
18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Com- 
pany Law,  for  the  approval  of  the  sale  of  all 
the  property,  powers,  rights  and  franchises  of 
said  company,  situate  in  the  Fourteenth  Ward  of 
the  City  of  Allentown,  to  the  City  of  Allentown. 


> 


CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Bethlehem  City  Water  Company  and  the  City  of  Allentown, 
by  petition  in  writing,  dated  the  16th  day  of  .June,  1914,  an  ordinance  of  the 
City  of  Allentown,  enacted  June  2,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  sale  of  all  the 
property,  powers,  rights  and  franchises,  situ.ate  in  the  Fourteenth  Ward  of  the 
City  of  Allentown,  to  the  City  of  Allentown. 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the  grant- 
ing of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  16th  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  the  sale  of  said  property,  powers,  rights,  and  franchises,  situate  in  the 
Fourteenth  Ward  of  the  City  of  AUentown,  under  the  terms  of  said  petition  and 
ordinance. 
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APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  88. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Elizabeth-'^ 
town  and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company, 

under  Section  2 (b),  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  CERTIFICATE 

and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Com-  v OF 

pany  Law,  for  the  approval  of  the  beginning  the  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE, 
exercise  of  its  rights,  powers,  franchises  and 
privileges,  under  its  charter  and  ordinance.  ^ 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Elizabethtown  and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company,  by 
petition  in  writing,  dated  the  23rd  day  of  May,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  be- 
ginning of  the  exercise  of  its  rights,  powers,  franchises  and  privileges  under  its 
charter  and  under  an  ordinance  of  the  Borough  of  Elizabethtown,  Lancaster  County, 
and  the  municipal  consents  of  Mount  .Joy  Township,  Lancaster  County,  and  Cone- 
v.-ago  Townshiij,  Dauphin  County: 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation 
and  convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June, 
1914;,  approves  said  petition,  and  grants  permission  to  said  company  to  begin  the 
exercise  of  its  rights,  powers,  franchises  and  privileges  under  its  charter,  and  said 
ordinance  and  municipal  consents  aforesaid. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  89. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Deodate 
and  Ilersliey  Street  Railway  Company,  under 
Section  2 (b) , Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and 
19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company 
Law,  for  the  approval  of  the  beginning  the  ex- 
ercise of  its  rights,  powers,  franchises  and  privi- 
leges. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Deodate  and  Hershey  Street  Railway  Company,  by  petition 
in  writing,  dated  the  23rd  day  of  May,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  beginning  the 
exercise  of  its  rights,  powers,  franchises  and  privileges,  under  its  charter,  and 
under  the  municipal  consents  of  the  Townships  of  Conewago  and  Derry,  Dauphin 
County: 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation 
and  convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  17th  day  of  June, 
1914,  approT'es  said  petition,  and  grants  permission  to  said  company  to  begin  the 
exercise  of  its  rights,  powers,  franchises  and  privileges  under  its  charter,  and  said 
municipal  consents. 


CERTIFICATE 
> OF 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  90. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Elizabeth- 
town  and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company, 
under  Section  3 (a).  Article  III,  and  Sections  18 
and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Com- 
pany Law,  for  approval  of  an  amendment  or 
supplement  to  the  charter  of  said  company,  by 
making  an  extension  of  its  lines  in  the  Bor- 
ough of  Elizabethtown  and  the  Township  of 
Mount  .loy,  Lancaster  County.  ^ 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Elizabethtown  and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company,  by 
petition  in  writing,  dated  the  first  day  of  June,  1914,  for  permission  to  obtain 


CERTIFICATE 
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PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 
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additional  rights,  powers,  franchises  and  privileges,  by  making  a location,  re- 
location, branch  or  extension  of  its  railway  in  the  Borough  of  Elizabethtown  and 
in  the  Township  of  Mount  Joy,  Lancaster  County,  by  an  amendment  or  supplement 
to  its  charter,  said  location  or  extension  being  described  in  paragraph  2 of  said 
petition,  and  also  an  abandonment  of  the  former  route  as  described  in  paragraph  4 
of  said  petition; 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessarj  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation, 
convenience  or  safety  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of 
June,  1914,  approves  said  extension,  and  directs  that  this  certificate  be  attached 
to  the  proceedings  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  92. 


In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Lehigh  andA 
New  England  Railroad  Company,  under  Sec- 
tion 6 (c).  Article  III,  and  Sections  18  and  19, 
Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  > 
for  the  approval  of  the  purchase  of  the  entire 
capital  stock  of  the  Crane  Railroad  Company 
from  the  Empire  Steel  and  Iron  Company.  J 


CERTIFICATE 

OP 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE. 


Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Lehigh  and  New  England  Railroad  Company,  by  petition  in 
writing,  dated  the  3rd  day  of  June,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  purchase  of  the 
entire  capital  stock  of  the  Crane  Railroad  Company  from  the  Empire  Steel  and 
Iron  Company,  under  the  terms  and  conditions  as  set  forth  in  the  agreement  dated 
the  2nd  day  of  June,  1914,  between  the  Empire  Steel  and  Iron  Company,  Vendor, 
and  the  I.ehigh  and  New  England  Railroad  Company,  Vendee: 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation 
and  convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  June, 
1914,  approves  said  purchase  upon  the  terms  and  conditions  as  set  forth  in  the 
aforesaid  agreement,  a copy  of  which  remains  on  file  in  this  office,  and  directs  that 
this  certificate  be  attached  to  the  said  agreement. 


APPLICATION  DOCKET  NO.  97. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Elizabeth- 
town and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company, 
under  Section  5,  Article  III,  and  Sections  12, 

18  and  19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Com- 
pany Law,  for  the  approval  of  the  construction 
of  crossings  at  grade  across  public  roads  in 
Mount  Joy  Township,  Lancaster  County,  and 
Conewago  Township,  Dauphin  County. 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Elizabethtown  and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company,  by 
petition  in  writing,  dated  the  25th  day  of  May,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  con- 
struction of  the  following  grade  crossings:  (1)  Across  a public  road  leading  from 
Elizabethtown  to  Hockersville,  at  a point  about  4,000  feet  north  of  Elizabethtown 
Borough,  in  Mount  Joy  Township,  Lancaster  County ; (2)  Across  a public  road 
leading  from  Beverly  to  Bellaire  near  Mount  .Toy,  Lancaster  County;  (3)  Across  a 
public  road  leading  from  the  Elizabethtown  and  Hockersville  Road  to  Upper  Lawn, 
2,000  feet  south  of  Hooker’s  Church,  Conewago  Township,  Dauphin  County;  (4) 
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Across  the  public  road  leading  from  Middletown  to  Upper  Lawn  near  the  Village  of 
Ueodate,  Conewago  Township,  Dauphin  County;  (oj  Across  the  public  road  lead- 
ing from  the  Elizabethtown  and  Hockersville  Road  to  Campbellstown  near  Shenk’s 
Church: 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  prciper  for  the  service,  accommodation 
or  convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  June, 
1914,  approves  and  grants  permission  to  said  company  to  construct  the  said  grade 
crossings,  in  conformity  with  the  terms  of  the  petition  and  plans  filed  therewith, 
subject  to  the  following  conditions:  (1)  That  tlie  said  Elizabethtown  and  Deodate 
Street  Railway  Company  shall  properly  grade  the  public  highway  and  care  for 
surface  drains  at  or  near  the  above  crossings:  (2)  That  proper  signs  be  erected  at 
the  proposed  crossings,  notifying  the  public  of  the  location  of  the  said  crossings; 
(3)  That  the  said  company  shall,  upon  notification  by  this  Commission,  provide 
forthwith,  oj)erate  and  maintain  such  proper  safeguards  at  the  said  crossings  as 
the  Commission  may  advise  or  approve;  (4)  That  said  company,  at  the  above 
crossings  located  in  Daui)hin  County,  shall  maintain  the  highway  at  or  near  the 
crossings  in  safe  and  suitable  condition  for  public  travel,  after  having  placed  the 
highway  in  this  condition  on  the  completion  of  the  crossings. 


API'LTCATION  DOCKET  KG.  98. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Deodate 
and  Ilei-shey  Street  Railway  Company,  under 

Section  .1,  Article  111,  and  Sections  12,  18  and  CERTIFICATE 

19,  Article  V,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  > OF 

Law,  for  the  approval  of  the  c<)nstruction  of  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE, 

crossings  .it  grade  in  Conewago  and  Derry 

Townships,  Iiauphin  County.  > 

Application  being  made  to  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  by  the  Deodate  and  Hershey  Street  Railway  Company,  by  petition 
in  writing,  dated  the  25th  day  of  May,  1914,  for  the  approval  of  the  construction  of 
the  following  grade  crossings:  (1)  Across  a public  road  leading  from  the  Elizabeth- 
town and  Hockersville  Road  to  BachmansviHc  in  Conewaga  Township,  Dauphin 
County ; (2)  Re-location  of  the  Elizabethtown  and  Hockersville  Road  at  a point 
near  the  dividing  line  between  Conewago  Township  and  Derry  Township  for  the 
purpose  of  avoiding  two  grade  crossings,  said  i e-location  being  in  Conewago  Town- 
ship, Dauphin  County:  (3)  Across  a public  road  leading  from  the  Elizabethtown 
and  Hockersville  Road  to  Bachmansville  School,  near  the  Village  of  Vian,  in  Derry 
Township  ; (4)  Across  the  public  road  leading  from  the  Elizabethtown  and  Hockers- 
ville Road  to  Campbellstown,  north  of  the  Village  of  Vian,  in  Derry  Township; 
(5)  Across  the  public  road  leading  from  the  Village  of  Vian  to  the  Horseshoe  Turn- 
pike, near  the  Derry  Industrial  School,  Derry  Township: 

The  Commission  now,  after  investigation  and  hearing,  determines  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation, 
or  convenience  of  the  public,  and  accordingly,  hereby,  on  the  18th  day  of  June,  1914, 
approves  and  grants  permission  to  said  company  to  construct  the  said  grade  cross- 
ings, in  conformity  with  the  terms  of  the  petition  and  plans  filed  therewith,  subject 
to  the  foUcwing  conditions:  Q)  That  the  said  Deodate  and  Hershey  Street  Railway 
Company  shall  properly  grade  the  public  highvay  and  care  for  surface  drains  at  or 
near  the  above  crossings:  (21  That  proper  signs  be  erected  at  the  proposed  crossings, 
notifying  the  public  of  the  location  of  the  said  crossings ; (3)  That  the  said  com- 
pany shall,  upon  notification  by  this  Commission,  provide  forthwith,  operate  and 
maintain  such  proper  safeguards  at  the  said  crossings  as  the  Commission  may  advise 


or  approve. 
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STATEMENT  OF  APPKOYALS  OF  THE  ABOLITION  OP  GRADE 
CROSSINGS  AND  THE  CONSTRUCTION  OF  OVER- 
HEAD AND  UNDERGRADE  CROSSINGS 
BETWEEN  JANUARY  1,  1914, AND 
JANUARY  30,  1914. 


No.  of 
Crossings. 

Abolition  of  two  grade  crossings  at  Front  Street  and  Second  Street  in 
the  City  of  Harrisburg  by  the  tracks  of  the  Cumberland  Valley  Rail- 
road Company. — Approved  January  7th,  1914. — Application  Docket 
No.  30,  2 

Two  overhead  crossings  of  Sandusky  and  Anderson  Streets,  in  the  City 
of  Pittsburgh,  by  the  tracks  of  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. — 

Approved  January  8th,  1914. — Municipal  Contract  Docket  No.  9, 2 

Abolition  of  one  grade  crossing  of  a public  highway  in  Greene  Township, 

Franklin  County,  by  the  tracks  of  the  Cumberland  Railroad  Company, 
known  as  “Long’s  Crossing.” — Approved  .January  8th,  1914. — Munici- 
pal Contract  Docket  No.  31,  1 

Approval  of  one  crossing  above  grade  of  a public  highway  near  the  vil- 
lage of  Venice,  Cecil  Township,  Washington  County,  by  the  tracks  of 
the  Montour  Railroad  Company. — Approved  February  20th,  1914. — Ap- 
plication Docket  No.  5,  ] 

Approval  of  one  crossing  above  grade  by  a highway  known  as  the  Dorsey- 
ville  and  Culmerville  Road  in  Allegheny  County,  by  the  tracks  of  the 
Bessemer  and  Jjake  Erie  Railroad  Company. — Approved  April  22nd, 

1914. — Municipal  Contract  Docket  No.  91,  1 

Approval  of  one  crossing  above  grade  of  a public  highway  in  the  Borough 
of  Homewood  by  the  tracks  of  the  Pittsburgh,  Harmony,  Butler  and 
New  Castle  Railroad  Company. — Approved  April  23rd,  1914. — Munici- 


pal Contract  Docket  No.  88,  1 

Approval  of  one  crossing  below  grade  of  a public  highway  in  Peters 
Township,  Washington  County,  by  the  tracks  of  the  Montour  Railroad 
Company. — Approved  April  23rd,  1914. — Application  Docket  No.  38,...  1 


Approval  of  one  crossing  above  grade  of  a public  highway  in  North  Fay- 
ette Township,  Allegheny  County,  near  the  village  of  North  Star,  by 
the  tracks  of  the  Montour  Railroad  Company. — Approved  April  23rd, 

1914. — Application  Docket  No.  40, 1 

Abolition  of  two  grade  crossings  of  a public  highway  from  the  Borough 
of  Duquesne  to  the  Borough  of  Dravosburg,  Allegheny  County  by  the 
tracks  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. — Approved  May  21st, 

1914. — Municipal  Contract  Docket  No.  36A, 


2 


376 


ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


Off.  Doc. 


No.  of 
Crossings. 

Abolition  of  two  grade  crossings  of  the  Dundee  Road  in  Hanover  Town- 
ship, Luzerne  C<iunty,  by  the  tracks  of  the  Delaware,  i.ackawanna 
and  Western  Railroad  Company. — Approved  !May  21st,  191-1. — Appli- 
cation Docket  No.  63,  2 

Abolition  of  four  grade  crossings  of  Penn  Avenue,  South  Avenue,  Wood 
Street  and  Rebecca  Avenue  in  the  Porough  of  Wilkiusburg,  by  the 
tracks  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  ('oinpany,  and  the  construction 
of  two  below  grade  crossings  and  one  above  grade  crossing  in  said 
borough. — Approved  IMay  21st,  1914. — l\Inni(.'ipal  Contract  Docket  No. 

Ill 7 

Abolition  of  approximately  fifty  grade  crossings  in  that  part  of  the 
City  of  Philadelphia  lying  south  of  Christian  Street  between  the  Dela- 
ware and  Schuylkill  Rivers. — Approved  June  2nd,  1914. — Municipal 
Contract  Docket  No.  112,  50 

Approval  of  one  below  grade  crossing  of  a public  highway  known  as 
Summit  Road,  Allegheny  County,  by  the  tracks  of  the  Pittsburgh, 

Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company. — Approved  June  3rd, 

1914. — Municipal  Contract  Docket  No,  128,  1 

Approval  of  one  below  grade  crossing  of  a public  highway  known  as  the 
Culmerville  and  Butler  Road,  Allegheny  County,  by  the  tracks  of  the 
Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company. — Approved 
.Tune  3rd,  1914. — Municipal  Contract  Docket  No.  129, 1 

Approval  of  one  above  grade  crossing  of  a public  highway  known  as  the 
Batz  Road,  Allegheny  County,  by  the  tracks  of  the  Pittsburgh,  Bes- 
semer and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Ciunpany. — Approved  June  3rd,  1914. — 

Municipal  Contract  Docket  No.  130,  1 

Approv.al  of  one  below  grade  crossing  of  a public  highway  known  as 
Church  Road,  Allegheny  County,  by  the  tracks  of  the  Pittsburgh, 

Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  R.ailroad  Company. — Approved  .June  3rd, 

1914. — Municipal  Contract  Docket  No,  131,  1 


Total  of  Crossings,  75 


RECA  PITULATION . 

Existing  grade  crossings  abolished,  .(an.  1,  1914  to  June  30,  1914, 61 

New  under  grade  crossings  approved,  Jan.  1,  1914  to  .Tune  30,  1914, 6 

New  overhead  crossings  approved,  .Tan.  1,  1914  to  .Tune  30,  1914, 8 


Total, 


75 
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STATEMENT 

OF 

CERTIFICATES  OF  NOTIFICATION 

FILED  WITH 

THE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION  OF  THE 
COMMONWEALTH  OF  PENNSYLVANIA 

BY 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANIES 


January  1 to  June  30,  1914 


Incident  to  the  Issuance  of  Stock,  Trust  Certificates,  Bonds, 
Notes  or  other  Evidences  of  Indebtedness  or  other 
Securities  Payable  at  Periods  of  more 
than  Twelve  Months  after  the 
Date  thereof 


In  accordance  with 

THE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  LAW 
(Sec.  4 Art.  3) 


(377) 


I \ 


OFFICIAL  DOCUMENT, 


No.  27. 


THE  FOLLOWING  CERTIFICATES  OF  NOTIFICATION  WERE 
FILED  WITH  THE  COMMISSION  FROM  JANUARY 
1,  1914,  TO  JUNE  30,  1914,  INCLUSIVE. 


No.  Date  Filed. 

1 Jan.  19,  1914. 


2 Jan.  27,  1914. 


3 Jan.  31,  1914. 


Amount. 

Philadelphia,  Baltimore  & Washington  Railroad 
Co. 

For  providing  funds  to  repay  in  part  cash  ad- 
vances to  defray  cost  of  building  third  and 
fourth  tracks,  new  bridges  and  other  improve- 
ments. 

First  mortgage  4%  bonds  dated  November  1, 

1913,  maturing  November  1,  1943.  Par  value 
$1,000  each.  Interest  payable  May  1 and  Nov- 
ember 1.  Guaranty  Trust  Company  of  New 
York,  Trustee. 

Bonds,  $1,000,000  00 

Philadelphia  Company. 

To  reimburse  treasury  for  investments  made  in 
bonds  and  stocks  of  electric  light  and  power 
companies. 

40,000  shares  6%  cumulative  preferred  stock,  par 
value  $50  per  share. 

Capital  stock,  


2,000,000  00 


4 Jan.  31,  1914. 


Central  District  Telephone  Company. 

To  retire  bills  payable  and  other  floating  indebt- 
edness ; to  provide  funds  for  improvements, 
extension,  etc.,  and  for  the  acquisition  of 
other  telephone  properties. 

First  mortgage  SU-year  5%  sinking  fund  gold 
bonds  dated  December  1,  1913,  maturing  De- 
cember 1,  1943.  Fidelity  Title  and  Trust 
Company  of  Pittsburgh,  Trustee. 

Bonds,  

Philadelphia  & Garrettford  Street  Railway 
Company. 

Extension  of  line  to  Borough  of  Media. 

First  mortgage  50-year  5%  bonds.  Total 
authorized  by  directors,  $3,000,000;  out- 
standing at  date  of  tiling  this  certificate, 
$1,G90,000,  of  which  $300,000  have  been  pledged 
as  collateral  for  loans.  Of  this  $300,000  it 
is  now  proposed  to  take  down  and  sell  $50,000. 
The  bonds  are  of  par  value  of  $1,000  each,  bear 
date  August  1,  1905,  and  mature  August  1, 
1955. 

Bonds,  


10,000,000  00 


5 Jan.  31,  1914. 


6 Feb.  3,  1914. 


Chester  Valley  Electric  Company. 
Withdrawn.  (See  Certificate  No. 
Bonds,  


8 below) . 


50,000  00 


23,000  00 


Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  & Electric  Company. 

Improvements  placed  upon  plant  to  January  2(i, 
1914. 

First  and  refunding  mortgage  gold  bonds  dated 
February  1,  1910,  due  February  1,  1900. 

Girard  Trust  Company  of  Philadelphia,  Trus- 
tee. Total  issue  authorized,  $10,000,000;  issued 
to  December  31,  1913,  $4,127,000;  reserved  l)y 
the  Trustee  to  retire  outstanding  issues  of  un- 
derlying companies,  $3,586,000. 

Bonds,  

( 379 ) 


56,000  00 
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No.  Dato  Filed. 

7  Feb.  3,  19H.  'Windfall  (las  Company. 

To  build  a pipe  line  for  the  transportation  of 
natni'al  gas. 

The  eoini)anv  was  incorporated  December  19, 
1913. 

Capital  stock,  


8 Feb.  3,  1914.  Chester  Valley  Electric  ('oinpany. 

T(i  reimburse  the  tr(>asury  for  money  expended 
in  improveiiK'nts,  betternnmts  and  extensions. 

I’onds  of  an  issue  previously  authorizi'd  by  direc- 
tors fif  company,  of  which  ^p'271,000  were  out- 
standing prior  to  the  date  of  this  issue. 

llonds,  

9 Feb.  10,  1914.  The  (lonnecting  Kailway  Company. 

To  pay  oil'  $1,000,000  of  boTids  of  the  Philadel- 
phia, (lerinantown  and  Chestnut  Hill  Railroad 
(lomi)any  (one  of  the  constituent  companies), 
and  to  carry  on  and  enlarge  its  business.  The 
present  proposed  issue  to  reimburse  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company,  lessee  of  the  road, 
for  ex])enditures  for  extensions  and  better- 
ments to  road . 

Four  per  cent,  first  mortgage  bonds  dated  .Tune 
21,  1911,  maturing  March  15,  1951.  Girard 
Trust  Company  of  'Philadelphia,  Trustee 
Total  issue  authorized  by  directors  of  the 
company,  $15,000,000.  Guaranteed  by  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 

Ronds,  

Ten  thousand  and  sixty  shares  capital  stock,  par 
value  .$.50  pei-  share.  Total  authorized,  $5,- 
800,000;  total  heretofore  issued,  $3,613,050. 
Capital  stock,  

10  Feb.  12,  1914.  The  New  York  Central  ik  ITiidson  River  Railroad 
Company. 

For  refunding  and  retiring  the  bonded  and  other 
ind('bt<‘dness  of  tlie  company  and  its  succes- 
sors or  a iu’edecess<ir  company;  for  the 
acquisition  of  stocks  and  bonds  of  other  co?n- 
panies;  for  the  extension  and  betterment 
of  its  prop<>rties,  and  for  its  general  corporate 
purj)oses  ; all  of  which  jiurposes  to  be  hereafter 
specified  as  th(>  bonds  are  issued  and  certifi- 
cates of  notification  for  same  are  filed. 

Proposed  issue  of  refunding  and  improvement 
mortgage  bonds.  Guaranty  Trust  Company 
of  New  York,  Trustee.  To  be  issued  from 
time  to  time  as  reiiuired. 

Bonds,  


11  Fi'b.  16,  1914.  Ik'troleum  Teleplione  Cornimny. 

To  build  conduits,  and  ]mrchase  cables,  tele- 
Iihones  and  other  aiiparatus  required  in  the 
enlargement  and  extension  of  the  the  plant 
of  the  company. 

Two  thousand  shares  common  stock,  par  value 
$25  per  share.  Total  authorized,  .$400,000,  of 
which  $226,450  was  outstanding  prior  to  the 
present  proposed  issue. 

Capital  stock,  

12  Feb.  14,  1914.  Sharon  Whiter  Works  Company. 

To  retire  outstanding  bonds,  $2.50,000,  and  for 
improvements  made,  and  to  be  made,  to  the 
property  of  the  company. 

Five  per  cent,  bonds  dated  .Tune  1,  1914,  to 
mature  in  40  years  after  date  ; interest  payable 
semi-annually. 

Bonds 


Off.  Doc. 
Amount. 

6,400  00 
12,000  00 


.541,000  00 
.503,000  00 


676,743,300  00 

50,000  00 
400,000  00 
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The  Penn  Central  Light  and  Power  Company. 
For  betterments  and  improvements,  develop- 
ments, extensions  or  additions  to  the  property 
of  the  company,  and  to  satisfy  obligations  in- 
cui'red  in  the  acquisition  of  bonds  of  Penn- 
sylvania Hydro-Electric  Company. 

First  and  consolidated  mortgage  bonds  dated 
February  1,  1913.  Total  authorized  by  the 
directors  of  the  company,  $7,500,000;  total  ouc- 
standing  prior  to  the  filing  of  this  certificate, 
$1,300,000, 

Bonds,  

Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Company. 

To  pay  floating  indebtedness  and  to  pay  for 
capital  expenditures  for  road  and  equipment. 
Five  per  cent,  refunding  and  improvement  mort- 
gage 50-year  gold  bonds  dated  June  1,  1910, 
maturing  June  1,  1960.  Lehigh  Valley  Trust 
and  Safe  Deposit  Company,  Trustee.  Total 
authorized  by  directors  of  company,  $15,000,- 
000 ; outstanding  prior  to  filing  of  this  certifi- 
cate, $5,124,000.  Interest  payable  semi-annu- 
ally. 

Bonds,  

Philadelphia  & Garrettford  Street  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

To  provide  funds  to  pay  for  right-of-way,  con- 
struction and  equipment  of  the  extension  of  the 
road  to  the  Borough  of  Media. 

First  mortgage  5%  bonds  dated  August  1,  1905, 
maturing  August  1,  19.55.  For  details  of 
amounts  authorized  and  outstanding,  see 
description  at  No.  4 ah(,ive.  Of  the  $300,000 
previously  pledged  as  collateral  security  on 
loans,  it  is  now  proposed  to  sell  $100,000. 
Bonds,  

16  Feb.  21,  1914.  The  Pennsylvania  & Monongahela  Southern 
Railroad  Company. 

To  reimburse  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany for  amounts  expended  in  extensions  and 
improvements  to  road . 

First  mortgage  4%  bonds  dated  January  1,  1908, 
due  January  1,  1948.  Girard  Trust  Company 
of  Philadelphia,  Trustee.  Interest  payable 
semi-annually.  Total  authorized  by  directors 
of  the  company,  $1,000,000;  outstanding  at 
date  of  filing  this  certificate,  $760,000. 

Bonds,  

16  Feb.  21,  1914.  The  Pennsylvania  & IMonongahela  Southern 

Railroad  Company. 

To  reimburse  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany for  amounts  expended  in  extensions  and 
improvements  to  road. 

Four  thousand  three  hundred  and  thirty-five 
shares  capital  stock,  par  value  $.50  per  share. 
Total  authorized  capital,  $1,000,000 ; outstand- 
ing at  date  of  filing  this  certificate,  $782,250. 

Capital  Stock,  

17  Feb.  21,  1914.  The  Hollidaysburg,  Bedford  & Cumberland  Rail- 

road Company. 

To  reimburse  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany for  amounts  expended  in  extensions  and 
improvements  to  road. 

First  mortgage  4%  bonds  dated  July  1,  1911, 
maturing  July  1,  1951,  interest  payable  semi- 
annually. Commercial  Trust  Company,  Trus- 
tee. Total  authorized  by  the  company,  $5,- 
000,000;  outstanding  at  date  of  filing  this  cer- 
tificate, $1,0.53,000. 

Bonds,  


No.  27. 

No.  Date  Filed. 
13  Feb.  14,  1914. 


14  Feb.  16,  1914. 


l.'i  ITph  17.  1914 
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Amount. 


400,000  00 


1,000,000  00 


100,000  00 


9,000  00 


217,750  00 


20,000  00 
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No.  .Date  Piled. 

IS  Peb.  24,  1911.  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Company. 

To  reimburse  the  Company  tor  amounts  expend- 
ed for  equipment  and  for  improvements,  etc., 
to  plants  owned  or  controlled  by  it,  and 
for  the  acquisition  of  additional  properties. 

Pirst  mortgage  5%  bonds  dated  .June  29,  1906, 
maturing  March  1,  1931.  Central  Trust  Com- 
pany of  New.  Jersey,  Trustee.  Total  amount 
authorized  by  directors  of  the  company, 
$6,000,000;  amount  outstanding  prior  to  thi.s 
certificate,  .$404,500;  amount  issued  and  held 
in  treasury,  $492,500,  of  which  this  present  is- 
sue is  a portion. 

Bonds,  

19  Peb.  20,  1914.  Springfield  Consolidated  Water  Company. 

Por  extensions  and  improvements  to  the  com- 
pany’s plants. 

Pirst  mortgage  5%  gold  bonds.  Total  amount 
authorized  by  directors,  $25,000,000,  dated 
November  2,  1908,  maturing  November  1,  1958. 
Columbia  Avenue  Trust  Company  of  Philadel- 
phi.a.  Trustee.  $6,000,000  have  been  set  aside 
in  the  hands  of  the  Trustee  to  redeem  all  out- 
standing mortgage  bonds  of  the  Springfield 
Water  Company,  North  Springfield  Water 
Company,  Conshohocken  Gas  and  Water  Com- 
jtany,  and  Eddystone  Water  Company;  $3,- 
700.000  had  been  certified  by  the  trustee  prior 
to  December  29,  1913,  of  which  $3,419,100  have 
been  issued;  $110,000  are  pledged  as  collateral 
security  for  demand  loans,  and  $170,900,  are 
retained  in  the  treasury  as  a free  asset.  It 
is  now  proposed  to  sell  $124,000  of  the  bonds 
held  in  the  treasury  as  a free  asset. 

Bonds,  

20  Peb.  26,  1914.  The  Lehigh  Coal  and  Navigation  Company. 

To  retire  the  funded  debt  of  the  company  ais  fol- 
lows: First  mortgage  bonds  due  July  1,  1914, 
.$5,000,000;  railroad  loan  bonds  due  April  1, 
1914,  $1,992,833;  gold  loan  bonds  due  June  15, 
1914,  $1,842,500;  secured  gold  notes  due  July 
1,  1914,  $1,500,000,  and  the  balance  for  the 
liquidation  of  the  floating  indebtedness  and 
for  general  corporate  purposes. 

Consolidated  mortgage  4J%  sinking  fund  bonds, 
dated  January  1,  1914,  maturing  .January  1, 
1954.  Total  amount  authorized,  $40,000,000, 
secured  by  mortgage  to  the  Pennsylvania  Com- 
pany for  Insurances  on  Lives  and  Granting 
Annuities  as  Trustee.  $22,000,000  of  the  bonds 
remain  unissued. 

Bonds,  

21  Peb.  26,  1914.  Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  & Electric  Company. 

To  reimburse  the  company  for  the  cost  of  im- 
provements placed  upon  its  plants  to  January 
1,  1914. 

Five  per  cent,  first  and  refunding  mortgage  gold 
bonds  dated  February  1,  1914,  due  February 
1,  1960.  Girard  Trust  Company  of  Phila- 
delphia, Trustee.  Total  issue  authorized, 
$10,000,000.  Por  further  details  see  description 
under  certificate  No.  6 above. 

Bonds 

22  Feb.  27,  1914.  Rohrerstown,  Jjandisville  & Mount  Joy  Street 

Railway  Company. 

Por  construction  and  equipment. 

Seventy  shares  treasury  stock . Total  stock  au- 
thorized, $475,000;  total  outstanding  prior  to 
date  of  filing  this  certificate,  $436,000.  Par 
value  $50  per  share. 

Capital  stock,  


Amount. 


64,000  00 


124,000  00 


18,000,000  00 


51,000  00 


3,500  Ot 


No.  27. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COxMMISSION. 


No.  Date  Filed 

23  Mar.  I,  1914.  The  New  York  Central  & Hudson  River  Railroad 

Company. 

To  pay  notes  of  the  company. 

Refunding  and  improvement  mortgage  bonds  de- 
scribed in  Certificate  of  Notification  No. 
10,  above.  This  issue  to  be  bonds  of  series 
“A”  or  of  series  “B,”  or  partly  of  each.  Series 
“A”  shall  be  $76,000,000  in  amount,  dated 
October  1,  1913,  maturing  October  1,  2013. 
Series  “B”  shall  be  6,000,000  pounds  sterling 
in  amount,  dated  October  1,  1913,  maturing 
October  1,  2013.  Each  series  to  bear  interest  at 
4J%.  No  contract  for  the  sale  of  issue  made 
at  time  of  tiling  Certificate  of  Notification. 

Bonds,  

24  Mar.  6,  1914.  Philadelphia  & Garrettford  Street  Railway  Com- 

pany. 

To  provide  funds  to  pay  for  right-of-way,  con- 
struction and  equipment  for  the  extension  of 
the  line  to  the  Borough  of  Media. 

First  mortgage  50-year  6%  bonds.  For  details 
of  amount  authorized  and  outstanding,  see 
description  in  Certification  of  Notification  at 
No.  4 above.  Of  the  $300,000  previously 
pledged  as  collateral  security  on  bonds,  it  is 
now  proposed  to  sell  $100,000,  dated  August  1, 
1905,  maturing  August  1,  1955. 

Bonds,  

25  Mar.  6,  1914.  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Company. 

To  reimburse  the  Company  for  amounts  expend- 
ed for  equipment  and  for  improvements,  etc., 
to  its  plants  or  to  plants  controlled  by  it,  and 
for  the  acquisition  of  additional  properties. 

First  mortgage  5%  bonds.  For  details  of 
amount  authorized  and  outstanding  see  de- 
scription in  Certificate  of  Notification  at 
No.  18  above.  Of  the  $428,500  bonds  held 
in  the  treasury  ft  is  now  proposed  to  sell 
$18,000. 

Bonds,  


20  Mar.  7,  1914.  Philadelphia  & Garrettford  Street  Railway 
Company. 

To  provide  funds  to  pay  for  right-of-way,  con- 
struction and  equipment  for  the  extension  of 
the  line  to  the  Borough  of  Media. 

First  mortgage  50-year  5%  bonds.  For  details  of 
amount  authorized  and  outstanding,  see  de- 
scription in  Certificate  of  Notification  at  No. 
4 above.  Of  the  $300,000  previously  pledged 
as  collateral  security  on  bonds,  it  is  now 
proposed  to  sell  $50,000,  dated  August  1,  1905, 
maturing  August  1,  1955. 

Bonds,  

27  Mar.  7,  1914.  Philadelphia  & Garrettford  Street  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

To  provide  funds  for  grading,  constructing 
and  double-tracking  line  between  Drexel  Hill 
and  Baltimore  Avenue,  and  construction  of 
switches  at  Saxar  Avenue  and  Allisons ; and 
for  purchase  of  capital  stock  of  West  Chester 
Traction  Company,  not  to  exceed  $26,400. 

First  mortgage  50-year  5%  bonds.  For  details 
of  amount  authorized  and  outstanding,  see 
description  in  Certificate  of  Notification  at 
No.  4 above.  It  is  proposed  to  issue  and 
sell  $30,000  of  bonds  heretofore  not  issued,  to 
be  dated  August  1,  1905,  maturing  August  1, 
1955. 

Bonds,  


383 

Amount. 


70,000,000  00 


100,000  00 


18,000  00 


50,000  00 


30,000  00 
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No.  Date  Filed. 

28  Mar.  9,  1914.  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Company. 

To  reimburse  the  Company  for  amounts  expended 
for  equipment  and  for  improvements,  etc.,  vo 
its  plants  or  to  the  plants  controlled  by  it;  and 
for  the  acquisition  of  additional  properties. 

First  mortgage  5%  bonds.  For  details  of  amount 
authorized  and  outstanding,  see  descrip- 
tion in  Certificate  of  Notilication  at  Nos. 
18  and  25  above.  Of  the  .$410,500  bonds  held 
in  the  treasury  it  is  now  proposed  to  issue 
and  sell  $89,500. 

Ronds,  

'SJ  iMar.  9,  1914.  The  Carlisle  Gas  and  Water  Company. 

$43,400  to  refund  other  bonds;  $35,600  for  re- 
duction of  floating  indebtedness. 

Four  per  cent,  first  mortgage  bonds.  Tot.al 
amount  authorized,  $200,000,  dated  December 
24,  1913,  maturing  January  1,  1934. 

Ronds,  

30  Mar.  9,  1914.  The  Carlisle  Gas  and  "W^ater  Company. 

To  retire  bonds  of  a previous  issue,  and  for  re- 
duction of  floating  indebtedness. 

Four  iier  cent,  first  mortgage  bonds  of  same 
issue  as  described  in  Certificate  of  Notification 
No.  29,  above. 

Ronds,  : 


31  Mar.  11,  1914.  The  Carlisle  Gas  and  Water  Company. 

To  be  pl.aced  in  the  treasury  as  a free  asset. 
F(.)ur  per  cent,  first  mortgage  bonds  of  same 
issue  as  described  in  Certificate  of  Notifica- 
tion No.  29  above. 

Ronds,  


32  Mar.  13,  1914.  The  Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  & Electric  Com- 
pany. 

Five  per  cent,  first  and  refunding  mortgage  gold 
bonds  of  same  issue  as  described  in  Certificate 
of  Notification  No.  6 above,  dated  Feb- 
ruary 1,  1910,  due  February  1,  1960.  It  is 
now  proposed  to  sell  $6,000  of  the  $17,000  held 
for  redemption  of  stock  of  Chester  County 
Public  Service  Company,  as  reported  in  Cer- 
tificate of  Notification  No.  21  above. 

Ronds,  , 


33  iMar.  13,  1914.  Lackawanna  L_ight  Company. 

To  retire  $3i  0,000  first  mortgage  bonds  of  the 
same  company.  Northern  Trust  Company, 
Trustee.  Dated  January  1,  1906. 

Refunding  and  extension  mortgage  5%  bonds 
dated  July  1,  190/,  due_  .July  1,  1937.  Total 
amount  authorized,  $2,o00,000;  heretofore  is- 
sued and  outstanding,  $60,000.  United 
States  Mortgage  and  Trust  Company  of  New 
York,  Trustee. 

Bonds,  


34  Mar.  17,  1914.  Buffalo,  Rochester  and  Pittsburgh  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

To  aid  in  purchasing  necessary  rolling  stock 
consisting  of  500  steel  under-frame  gondola 
cars,  500  box  cars  and  10  Mikado-type  freight 
locomotives. 

Equipment  bonds  issued  under  equipment 
agreement  series  “H,”  dated  .Tul.v  1,  1913. 
Total  issue  authorized,  $2,000,000,  in  denomi- 
nations of  $1,000  each ; 125  bonds  to  mature 
each  year,  commencing  January  1,  1915,  and 
ending  .January  1,  1930;  interest  payable  semi- 
annually. There  were  outstanding  prior  to 
the  date  of  filing  this  certificate,  $1,056,000, 
and  $62,961.81  authorized  to  be  held  by  the 
treasury.  Jt  is  now  proposed  to  issue 
$881,038.19. 

Equipment  bonds,  


Amount. 


89,500  00 


79,000  00 


15,000  00 


10,000  00 


6,000  00 


370,000  00 


881,038  19 
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35  Mar.  18,  1914.  The  West  Reading  Water  Company. 

For  the  purpose  of  renewing  and  increasing 
the  equipment  of  the  plant,  and  paying  for 
recent  improvements. 

Common  capital  stock.  Total  amount  authorized , 
$50,000;  outstanding  at  the  date  of  tiling  this 
certificate,  $45,000.  It  is  proposed  to  issue  500 
shares,  par  value  $10  per  share. 

Capital  stock,  

36  Mar.  18,  1914.  Lehigh  Valley  Light  and  Power  Company. 

For  the  construction  or  acquisition  of  electric 
light  properties,  and  extensions  and  better- 
ments to  present  equipment. 

First  mortgage  5%  gold  bonds,  dated  April  1, 
1913,  maturing  April  1,1942;  interest  payable 
semi-annually.  Lehigh  Valley  Trust  Com- 
pany, Trustee.  Total  amount  authorized, 
$2,000,000;  $267,000  outstanding  at  the  time  of 
filing  this  certificate.  It  is  now  proposed  to 
issue  $50,000  to  be  held  in  the  treasury  as 
a free  asset,  and  eventually  to  be  sold  for 
cash  and  the  proceeds  applied  for  the  above 
purpose. 

Bonds,  

37  Mar.  23,  1914.  Buffalo,  Rochester  and  Pittsburgh  Railway 

Company. 

To  pay  an  indebtedness  incurred  for  extensions, 
betterments  and  improvements  of  company’s 
property,  and  for  the  acquisition  of  additional 
property. 

Consolidated  mortgage  bonds  dated  May  1,  1907, 
maturing  May  1,  19o7 ; interest  44%  per 

annum,  payable  semi-annually,  May  1 and 
November  1.  Central  Trust  Company  of  New 
York,  Trustee.  Total  amount  authorized, 
$35,000,000;  outstanding  at  the  time  of  filing 
this  certificate,  $7,312,000;  $1,318,000  addi- 
tional issued  and  held  in  the  treasury  as  a 
free  asset.  It  is  now  proposed  to  issue  $1,- 
051,495.89. 

Bonds,  

33  Mar.  25,  1914.  The  Carbon  Telephone  Company. 

To  retire  $3,000  indebtedness,  and  for  distribu- 
tion to  stockholders  as  a dividend . 

Increase  of  capital  stock  from  $6,000  to  $12,000. 
Capital  stock,  

39  Mar.  25,  1914.  Pennsylvania  Lighting  Company. 

To  reimburse  the  treasury  for  new  construction 
and  betterment  work . 

First  mortgage  5%  per  cent,  bonds.  Total 
amount  authorized,  $2,500,000;  outstanding  at 
the  date  of  filing  this  certificate,  $776,000. 
It  is  proposed  to  issue  $38,000  to  be  held  in 
the  treasury  as  a free  asset. 

Bonds,  

40  Mar.  28,  1914.  Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  & Electric  Company. 

To  retire  .$200,000  bonds  of  the  Suburban  Gas 
Company,  and  $58,000  to  be  expended  for  im- 
provements, tetterments  and  extensions  of 
plants  of  the  Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  and 
Electric  Company. 

Five  per  cent,  first  and  refunding  mortgage 
gold  bonds  of  same  issue  as  described  in  Cer- 
tificate of  Notification  No.  6 above:  dated 
February  1,  1910,  due  February  1,  1960.  It 
is  now  proposed  to  sell  -$258,000. 

Bonds,  


Amount. 


5,000  00 


50,000  00 


1,051,495  89 


6,000  00 


$38,000  00 


258,000  00 


25—27—1914 
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41  Mar.  31,  1914.  Pittsburgh  and  Butler  Railway  Company. 

To  be  distributed  to  the  stockholders  of  the 
Pittsburgh  and  Butler  Street  Railway  Com- 
pany and  the  Butler  Passenger  Railway 
Company,  to  effect  a merger  of  those  com- 
panies under  the  name  of  Pittsburgh  and  But- 
ler Railway  Company. 

Thirty-five  thousand  shares  common  capital 
stock  (being  the  total  amount  authorized^  par 
value  850  each,  aggregating  $1,7.50,000. 

Capital  stock,  

42  Mar.  30,  1914.  Portage  Water  Company. 

Acquisition  of  property  and  franchises  of  the 
INIartindale  Water  Company,  and  to  provide 
for  necessary  extensions  and  improvements 
to  the  water  plant. 

Five  hundred  shares  capital  stock,  par  value 
$50  each ; total  $50,000,  divided  into  100 
shares  preferred  stock,  $20,000,  and  300  shares 
common  stock,  $30,000. 

Capital  stock,  

General  mortgage  30-year  6%  bonds  dated  April 
1,  1914,  interest  payable  semi-annually. 

Bonds,  

43  Mar.  30,  1914.  The  Citizens’  Traction  Company. 

To  satisfy  obligations  incurred  in  respect  to  bet- 
terments, improvements,  developments,  exten- 
sions or  additions  made  to  the  physical  prop- 
erty of  the  company. 

First  mortgage  5%  sinking  fund  gold  bonds 
dated  April  1,  1912.  Total  amount  authorized, 
$2,500,000;  outstanding,  $1,202,000.  It  is  now 
proposed  to  sell  $11,000. 

Bonds,  


44  Apr.  6,  1914.  Buffalo,  Rochester  and  Pittsburgh  Railway 

Company. 

To  refund  equipment  bonds. 

Consolidated  mortgage  44%  bonds  of  the  same 
issue  as  described  in  Certificate  of  Notification 
No.  37  above,  dated  May  1,  1907,  due  May 
1,  1957;  interest  payable  semi-annually.  It  is 
now  proposed  to  sell  $349,000  of  the  $1,318,000 
held  in  the  treasury  as  a free  asset. 

Bonds,  

45  Apr.  G,  1914.  I.ehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

To  purchase  rolling  stock  as  follows:  65  steel 
passenger  coaches,  10  steel  smoking  cars,  25 
steel  baggage  and  express  cars,  1,000  self- 
clearing double-hopper  steel  coal  cars. 

Lehigh  Valley  Equipment  Trust  Certificates, 
series  “M,”  dated  March  1,  1914;  200  bonds 
to  mature  each  year,  commencing  March  1, 
1915,  and  ending  March  1,  19^;  interest  at 
the  rate  of  44%  per  annum,  payable  semi-an- 
nually. Total  amount  authorized,  $1,800,000, 
all  of  which  it  is  now  proposed  to  issue. 
United  States  Mortgage  and  Trust  Company, 
Trustee. 

Equipment  bonds,  

46  Apr.  9,  1914.  Juniata  and  Southern  Railroad  Company. 

To  construct  a portion  of  line  from  Paradise, 
Huntingdon  County,  Pa.,  to  Jacob’s  Mine  in 
said  county,  a distance  of  approximately  74 
miles. 

Bonds  secured  by  mortgage  dated  January  30, 
1914 ; Northern  Central  Trust  Company  of 
Williamsport,  Trustee.  Total  amount  au- 
thorized, $50,000;  amount  outstanding  prior 
to  the  date  of  filing  this  Certificate  of  Notifi- 
cation, $5,000.  Maturing  $5,000  January  30, 
1914,  and  $5,000  January  30  of  each  year 


Off.  Doc. 
Amount. 


1,750,000  00 


50,000  00 
50,000  00 


11,000  00 


349,000  00 


1,800,000  00 
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thereafter  until  all  shall  have  been  retired.  It 
is  now  proposed  to  issue  $45,000  to  be  held  in 
the  treasury  as  a free  asset. 

Bonds,  

47  Apr.  9,  1914.  The  Cleveland  and  Pittsburgh  Railroad  Com- 

pany . 

For  improvements  and  additions  to  road. 
Thirty-two  thousand  two  hundred  and  eighty- 
six  shares  of  4%  special  stock  known  as 
“Special  Guaranteed  Betterment  Stock,”  of 
the  par  value  of  $60  each,  to  be  guaranteed 
by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company ; all 
to  be  issued  to  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
Company  to  reimburse  that  company  for  im- 
provements to  the  road  of  The  Cleveland  and 
Pittsburgh  Railroad  Company. 

Capital  stock,  

48  Apr.  11,  1914.  The  Carlisle  Gas  and  Water  Company. 

To  be  held  in  the  treasury  as  a free  asset. 

Four  per  cent,  first  mortgage  bonds  of  same 
issue  as  described  in  Certificate  of  Notifica- 
tion No.  29  above. 

Bonds,  

49  Apr.  15,  1914.  Hanover  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company. 

As  a stock  dividend  declared  by  the  Board  of 
Directors  on  iMarch  18,  1913. 

Common  capital  stock  ; total  amount  authorized . 
$150,000 ; outstanding  at  the  date  of  filing  this 
certificate,  $60,000.  It  is  now  proposed  to 
issue  800  shares,  par  value  $50  per  share. 

Capital  stock,  

50  Apr.  15,  1914.  Hanover  and  McSherrystown  Street  Railway 

Company. 

AS  a stock  dividend  declared  by  the  Board  of 
Directors  on  July  18,  1913. 

Common  capital  stock.  Total  amount  authorized 
$200,000;  outstanding  at  the  date  of  filing  this 
certificate,  $90,000.  It  is  now  proposed  to 
issue  900  shares,  par  value  $50  per  share. 

Capital  stock,  

51  Apr.  17,  1914.  The  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Rail- 

road Company. 

Refunding  and  improvement  mortgage  bonds  de- 
scribed in  Certificates  of  Notification  Nos. 
10  and  23  above.  This  certificate  is  supple- 
mental to  certificate  No.  23  above,  and 
covers  the  proposed  sale  of  $40,000,000  of  tke 
bonds  described  in  tbe  said  certificate. 

Bonds,  

52  Apr.  18,  1914.  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Company. 

To  reimburse  the  treasury  for  amounts  expended 
for  equipment  and  for  improvements,  etc.,  to 
the  company’s  plants  or  to  the  plants  con- 
trolled by  it,  and  for  the  acquisition  of  ad- 
ditional properties. 

First  mortgage  5%  bonds.  For  details  of  the 
amount  authorized  and  outstanding,  see 
description  in  Certificates  of  Notification  Nos. 
18,  25,  and  28  above.  Of  the  $321,000  bonds 
held  in  the  treasury  it  is  now  proposed  to 
issue  and  sell  $50,000. 

Bonds,  

53  Apr.  20,  1914.  Consolidated  Traction  Company. 

To  provide  a part  of  the  funds  necessary  for 
the  acquisition  of  100  double-truck  closed 
street  railway  motor  cars,  to  be  numbered 
from  4250  to  4349,  both  inclusive. 

Five  per  cent,  gold  car  trust  bonds  dated  April 
1,  1914;  issued  in  series  of  25,  a series  maturing 
every  six  months  beginning  with  April  1,  1915, 


Amount. 

45.000  00 

1,614,300  00 

15.000  00 

40.000  uu 

45.000  00 
40,000,000  00 

50.000  00 
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and  ending  with  October  1,  1924.  Union  Trust 
Company  of  Pittsburgh,  Trustee.  It  is  pro- 
posed to  issue  and  sell  the  total  amount  au- 
thorized— 500  bonds,  par  value  $1,000  each, 
$500,000. 

Equipment  bonds,  

54  Apr.  21,  1914.  Hanover  and  McSherrystown  Street  Railway 

Company. 

To  pay  the  floating  indebtedness  of  the  company 
and  the  loans  for  which  the  bonds  now  about 
to  be  issued  and  sold  are  now  pledged  as  col- 
lateral security. 

Five  per  cent,  first  mortgage  bonds  dated  June 
1,  1908,  due  June  1,  1928.  Total  amount  au- 
thorized, $500,000;  amount  issued  prior  to  the 
filing  of  this  Certification  of  Notification, 
$151,000.  It  is  now  proposed  to  issue  and  sell 
$249,000,  the  proceeds  to  be  used  for  the  pur- 
pose specified  above. 

Bonds,  

55  Apr.  24,  1914.  Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  and  Electric  Company. 

To  reimburse  the  company  for  90%  of  the  cost 
of  improvements  placed  upon  the  plants  of  the 
company  to  March  31,  1914,  in  accordance  with 
terms  of  mortgage. 

Five  per  cent,  first  and  refunding  mortgage  gold 
bonds  of  same  issue  as  described  in  Certificate 
of  Notification  Number  6 above,  dated  Feb- 
ruary 1,  1910,  due  February  1,  1960.  It  is  now 
proposed  to  sell  $26,000. 

Bonds,  

56  Apr.  28,  1914.  Schuylkill  Gas  and  Electric  Company. 

Of  the  $1,200,000  to  be  issued,  $346,778  there- 
of shall  be  exchanged  for  a like  amount  of  cer- 
tain temporary  bonds  or  certificates  of  in- 
debtedness outstanding  against  the  company, 
and  the  ijroceeds  realized  from  the  sale  of  the 
balance  shall  be  used  to  pay  off  the  floating 
indebtedness  of  the  company  and  the  cost  of 
additions,  e.xtensions,  and  improvements  to  the 
several  plants  and  systems  owned,  operated 
or  controlled  by  it 

First  mortgage  30-year  sinking  fund  6%  gold 
bonds  dated  April  1,  1913,  due  April  1,  1943, 
interest  payable  semi-annually.  Girard  Trust 
Company,  Trustee.  Total  amount  of  bonds 
authorized  to  be  issued,  $2,000,000.  It  is  now 
proposed  to  issue  $1,200,000. 

Bonds,  

57  May  1,  1914.  Westmoreland  Water  Company. 

To  retire  certificates  of  indebtedness  issued  in 
the  purchase  of  properties  and  franchises  of 
certain  underlying  companies,  and  to  pay  off 
the  floating  and  other  indebtedness  of  the  said 
underlying  companies. 

First  and  refunding  mortgage  5%  50-year  gold 
coupon  bonds  dated  January  1,  1914,  due  Jan- 
uary 1,  1964,  interest  payable  semi-annually. 
Girard  Trust  Company,  Trustee.  Total 
amount  of  bonds  authorized  to  be  issued,  $5,- 
000,000.  It  is  now  proposed  to  issue  $839,000 
bonds,  divided  into  series  as  follows: 

Par  Value  Total  Par 
Numbers.  of  each  Bond.  Value  of  Series. 
1 to  200,  ....  $100  00  $20,000  00 

20]  to  1000,  ....  500  00  400,000  00 

1001  to  1419,  ....  1,000  00  419,000  00 


$839,000  00 


Off.  Doc. 
Amount. 

500,000  00 


249,000  00 


26,000  00 


1,200,000  00 


Bonds, 


839,000  00 
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58  May  5,  1914.  West  Penn  Traction  Company. 

To  pay  the  floating  indebtedness  of,  and  provide 
working  capital  for,  the  company;  and  to  pro- 
vide funds  for  betterments  and  improvements. 
Six  per  cent,  collateral  trust  gold  notes  dated 
March  1,  1914,  consisting  of  series  “A”  and 
series  “B” ; series  “B”  notes  being  subject 
and  subordinate  as  to  payment  both  of  prin- 
cipal and  interest  to  series  “A”  notes ; series 
“A”  notes  due  March  1,  1917  ; series  “B”  notes 
due  March  1,  1919.  Total  amount  of  notes 
authorized  to  be  issued:  $7,500,000  series  “A,” 
$1,700,000  series  “B.”  It  is  now  proposed  to 
issue  and  sell  $6,000,000  of  series  “A”  notes, 
and  $1,700,000  of  series  “B”  notes. 

Bonds,  

59  May  5,  1914.  Lehigh  and  New  England  Railroad  Company. 

To  purchase  equipment  leased  to  the  company 
by  the  Pennsylvania  Company  for  Insur- 
ances on  Lives  and  Granting  Annuities,  Trus- 
tee. 

Lehigh  and  New  England  equipment  trust  certi- 
ficates, series  “D”,  dated  March  1,  1914.  $40,- 
000.00  of  certificates  due  March  1 of  each 
year  until  the  total  amount  issued  shall  have 
been  retired.  Interest  at  the  rate  of  4J% 
per  annum,  payable  semi-annually.  The 
Pennsylvania  Company  for  Insurances  on 
Lives  and  Granting  Annuities,  Trustee. 
Total  amount  of  certificates  authorized  to  be 
issued,  $600,000,  all  of  which  it  is  now  pro- 
posed to  issue. 

Equipment  bonds,  

60  May  6,  1914.  Dauphin  County  Gas  Company. 

To  partly  reimburse  the  Harrisburg  Gas  Com- 
pany for  improvements  made  by  that  company 
to  property  leased  to  it  by  the  Dauphin  County 
Gas  Company. 

Twenty-year  consolidated  mortgage  5%  gold 
bonds  dated  August  1,  1905,  due  August  1, 
1925;  interest  payable  semi-annually.  The 
Colonial  Trust  Company  of  Philadelphia, 
Trustee.  Total  amount  of  bonds  authorized 
to  be  issued,  $750,000:  total  amount  of  bonds 
outstanding  prior  to  d.ate  of  filing  this  Certi- 
ficate of  Notification,  $395,000.  It  is  now  pro- 
posed to  issue  $7,000  to  the  Harrisburg  Gas 
Company  for  the  purpose  set  forth  above. 

Bonds,  

61  May  12,  1914.  Westmoreland  Water  Company. 

To  retire  bonds  of  underlying  companies. 

First  and  refunding  mortgage  5%  50-year  gold 
coupon  bonds  of  same  issue  as  described  in 
Certificate  of  Notification  No.  57  above, 
dated  January  1,  1914,  due  January  1,  1964; 
interest  payable  semi-annually.  Girard  Trust 
Company,  Trustee.  Total  amount  of  bonds 
authorized  to  be  issued,  $5,000,000;  amount 
issued  prior  to  the  filing  of  this  Certificate  of 
Notification,  $839,000.  It  is  now  proposed  to 
issue  $535,000,  numbered  from  1420  to  1954, 
inclusive,  par  value  $1,000  each. 

Bonds,  

62  May  14,  1914.  Pennsylvania  Lighting  Company. 

To  reimburse  the  treasury  for  new  construction 
and  betterment  work. 

First  mortgage  5%  bonds  of  same  issue  as  de- 
scribed in  Certificate  of  Notification  No. 
39  above,  dated  July  1,  1910,  due  July  1,  1940. 
Total  amount  of  bonds  authorized  to  be  is- 


Amount. 


7,700,000  00 


600,000  00 


7,000  00 


535,000  00 
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sued,  $2,500,000;  amount  outstanding  prior 
to  the  date  of  filing  this  Certificate  of  Notifi- 
sotion,  $814,000.  It  is  now  proposed  to  issue 
$13,000  to  be  held  in  the  treasury  as  a free 
asset. 

Bonds,  

63  May  14,  1914.  The  Pittsburg  and  Shawmut  Railroad  Company. 

The  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  this  issue  shall  be 
used  to  retire  $2,500,000  of  equipment  and 
.first  lien  collateral  trust  6%  gold  notes  dated 
June  1,  1911,  due  June  1,  1914,  and  to  pay 
the  interest  accrued  thereon  in  the  sum  of 
•$75,000;  to  construct  main  and  branch  lines, 
sidings  and  shops ; to  purchase  additional 
equipment ; to  make  loans  or  advances  to  the 
Allegheny  River  Mining  Company  for  pay- 
ment of  the  cost  of  developing  new  mining 
plants. 

First  lien  collateral  trust  3-year  6%  gold  notes 
dated  May  1,  1914,  due  May  1,  1917;  interest 
payable  semi-annually.  Guaranty  Trust 
Company  of  New  York,  Trustee.  Total 
amount  authorized  to  be  issued,  $4,500,000; 
all  of  which  it  is  now  proposed  to  issue  and 
sell. 

Equipment  bonds,  

64  May  15,  1914.  West  Penn  Traction  Company. 

To  pay  off  the  floating  indebtedness  of  and 
provide  working  capital  for  the  company, 
and  for  betterments  and  improvements. 

First  mortgage  5%  gold  bonds  dated  June  1, 
1910,  due  .tune  1,  1960.  Trust  Company  of 
America,  New  York  City,  Trustee.  Total 
amount  authorized  to  be  issued,  -$25,000,000; 
amount  outstanding  prior  to  the  filing  of  this 
Certificate  of  Notification,  $8, 288, .500;  amount 
issued  and  undisposed  of,  $16, 711, .500,  of 
which  $1,277,000  are  pledged  to  secure  various 
notes  held  by  banks  and  others;  $15,434,500 
are  held  in  the  treasury. 

The  resolution  of  the  stockholders  and  direc- 
tors of  the  West  Penn  Traction  Company 
authorizing  the  issue  of  $9,200,000  gold  notes 
described  at  No.  .58  above,  provides  that  said 
notes  shall  , be  issued  in  lieu  of  an  equal 
amount  of  first  mortgage  bonds,  and  the 
aggregate  of  all  said  notes  and  said  bonds 
issued  shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of  .$25,000,000. 

Bonds,  

65  iNIay  16,  1914.  Counties  Gas  and  Electric  Company. 

To  reimburse  the  treasury  for  moneys  expended 
in  making  additions,  extensions  and  improve- 
ments to  property. 

General  mortgage  5%  50-year  gold  bonds  dated 
October  1,  1912,  due  October  1,  1962,  interest 
payable  semi-annually.  Commercial  Trust 
Company  of  Philadelphia,  Trustee.  Total 
amount  of  bonds  authorized  to  be  issued, 
$7,-500,000;  $374,000  were  immediately  certified 
and  delivered  by  the  Trustee;  $1,797,000  were 
retained  by  the  Trustee  to  be  certified  as  re- 
quired, for  the  purpose  of  retiring  certain 
underlying  bonds  of  the  company ; .$5,329,000 
retained  to  be  certified  as  required,  for  paying 
the  cost  of  making  additions,  etc.,  to  the 
plants  and  properties  of  the  company.  Of 
the  $5,329,000  so  retained,  $.584,000  had  been 
issued  prior  to  the  date  of  this  Certificate  of 
Notification,  for  additions,  etc.,  to  the  prop- 
erties of  the  company,  making  the  total  is- 


Off.  Doc. 
Amount. 

13,000  00 


4,500,000  00 


15,800,000  00 
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sued  and  outstanding  prior  to  the  date  of 
this  Certificate  of  Notification,  $958,000.  It 
is  now  proposed  to  issue  $174,000,  representing 
additional  expenditures  for  extensions,  etc., 
to  the  properties  of  the  company  from  Octo- 
ber 1,  1912,  to  April  30,  1914. 

Bonds,  

60  May  11,  1914.  Lake  Erie,  Franklin  and  Clarion  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

To  provide  in  part  the  funds  necessary  for  the 
acquisition  of  100  steel  hopper  gondola  coal 
cars  and  3 locomotives. 

First  mortgage  40-year  5%  gold  bonds  dated 
December  1,  1912,  due  December  1,  1953, 

interest  payable  semi-annually.  Fidelity 
Title  and  Trust  Company  of  Pittsburgh, 
Trustee.  Total  amount  of  bonds  authorized 
to  be  issued,  $1,000,000;  amount  outstanding 
prior  to  the  filing  of  this  Certificate  of  Noti- 
fication, $775,000.  It  is  now  proposed  to  issue 
and  sell  $60,000. 

Bonds,  

67  May  18,  1914.  West  Penn  Traction  Company. 

To  be  pledged  with  the  Continental  and  Com- 
mercial Trust  and  Savings  Bank,  Trustee, 
in  accordance  with  provisions  of  collateral 
trust  agreement  and  mortgage  dated  March 
2,  1914. 

First  mortgage  5%  gold  bonds  of  same  issue  as 
described  in  Certificate  of  Notification  No. 
64  above,  dated  June  1,  1910,  due  June 

1,  1960.  Trust  Company  of  America,  New 
York  City,  Trustee.  Total  amount  author- 
ized to  be  issued,  $25,000,000,  less  $9,200,000 
gold  bonds  covered  by  Certificate  of  Notifi- 
cation No.  58  above.  It  is  now  proposed 
to  issue  and  pledge  under  collateral  trust 
agreement  and  mortgage  covering  the  issue 
of  gold  notes  described  in  Certificate  of  Noti- 
fication No.  58  above,  $162,000. 

Bonds,  

68  May  19,  1914.  Pipe  Line  Refrigerating  Company. 

To  be  exchanged,  with  other  securities  in  the 
treasury  of  the  company,  for  securities  as 
follows:  $12,000  par  value  of  second  mortgage 
6%  gold  bonds  of  the  Southwark  Ice  Com- 
pany ; $45,000  par  value  of  the  6%  third  mort- 
gage gold  bonds  of  the  Southwark  Ice  Com- 
pany; $75,000  par  value  of  the  common  capital 
stock  of  the  Southwark  Ice  Company ; $69,000 
par  value  of  the  common  capital  stock  of  the 
Delaware  Storage  and  Freezing  Company ; 
$6,800  par  value  of  the  common  capital  stock 
of  the  Phoenix  Ice  Manufacturing  Company  ; 
$50,000  of  the  common  capital  stock  of  the 
Charles  L.  Turner  Company:  $17,400  of  the 
common  capital  stock  of  the  Central  Freezing 
Company. 

Total  amount  of  capital  stock  authorized  to  be 
issued:  650  shares  common  capital  stock,  par 
value  $100  per  share,  $65,000;  1,200  shares  8% 
cumulative  preferred  stock  (non-voting),  par 
value  $50  per  share,  $60,000;  total  amount  of 
capital  stock,  $125,000.  Amount  issued  prior 
to  the  filing  of  this  Certificate  of  Notification, 
$5,000.  It  is  now  proposed  to  issue  $120,000 
for  the  purpose  explained  above. 

Capital  stock,  


Amount. 


174,000  00 


60,000  00 


162,000  Ou 


120,000  00 
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69  May  22,  1914.  Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  and  Electric  Company. 

To  reimburse  the  treasury  for  90%  of  the  cost  of 
improvements  placed  upon  the  plants  of  the 
company  to  April  30,  1914,  in  accordance  with 
terms  of  mortgafro 

Five  per  cent,  ■•ind  refunding  mortgage  gold 
bnnd.s  of  same  is.sue  as  described  in  Certificate 
of  Notification  No.  6 above,  dated  Febru- 
ary 1,  1910,  due  February  1,  1960.  It  is  now 
proposed  to  issue  and  sell  $41,000. 

Bonds,  

70  May  22,  1914.  Pittsburg,  Shawmut  and  Northern  Railway  Com- 

pany. 

To  retire  $52.5,000  receiver’s  certificates  of  in- 
debtedness issued  June  1,  1909,  and  due  June 
1,  1914 

Receiver’s  certificates  of  indebtedness  dated 
June  1,  1914,  due  June  1,  1917;  interest  at  5% 
per  annum,  payable  semi-annually.  Total 
amount  authorized  to  be  issued,  $525,000,  all 
of  which  it  is  now  pronosed  to  issue  and  sell, 
the  proceeds  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  speci- 
fied above. 

Receiver’s  certificates,  

71  May  29,  1914.  West  Penn  Traction  Company. 

First  mortgage  5%  gold  bonds  dated  June  1, 
1910,  due  June  1.  I960:  being  a portion  of 
the  bonds  described  in  Certificate  of  Notifica- 
tion No.  64  above.  Of  the  $1,277,000  reported 
in  Certificate  of  No^ifioation  No.  64  as  having 
been  pledged  to  secure  various  notes,  $1  .- 
270,000  have  been  replede-ed  with  the  Conti- 
nental and  Commercial  Trust  and  Savings 
Bank,  as  Trustee,  under  the  collateral  trust 
agreement  and  mortgag"  covering  the  issue 
of  the  gold  notes  described  in  Certificate  of 
Notification  No.  .58  above. 

Bonds,  

Twenty-four  thousand  dollars  of  the  bonds  re- 
ported as  undisposed  of  in  Certificate  of  Notifi- 
cation No.  64  above  have  been  pledged  with 
the  Centinental  and  Commercial  Trust  and 
Savings  Bank,  as  Trustee,  under  the  agree- 
ment and  mortgage  covering  the  gold  notes 
described  in  Certificate  of  Notification  No.  .58 
above. 

Bonds,  

Eight  hundred  and  sixty-three  thousand  dollars 
of  the  bonds  referred  to  ns  issued  and  out- 
standing in  Certificate  of  Notification  No.  64, 
above,  have  been  acquired  by  the  company 
and  pledged  with  the  Continental  and  Com- 
mercial Trust  and  Savings  Bank,  as  Trustee, 
under  the  agreement  and  mortgage  covering 
the  issue  of  gold  notes  described  at  Certificate 
of  Notification  No.  58  above. 

Bonds,  

72  .Tune  5,  1914.  Metropolitan  Electric  Company. 

For  betterments,  improvements  and  extensions 
to  the  property  of  the  company. 

First  mortgage  .5%  sinking  fund  gold  bonds 
dated  April  1,  1909.  Girard  Trust  Company, 
Trustee.  Total  amount  authorized  to  be  is- 
sued, $5,000,000:  amount  outstanding  prior 
to  the  filing  of  the  Certificate  of  Notification, 

- $2,660,000;  amount  retired,  $26,000.  It  is 

now  proposed  to  issue  .$28,000. 

Bonds,  


Off.  Doc. 
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41,000  00 


525,000  00 


1,270,000  00 


24,000  00 


863,000  00 


28,000  00 
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73  June  6,  1914.  Pittsburgh,  Youngstown  and  Ashtabula  Rail- 

way Company. 

First  general  mortgage  4%  bonds.  Cen- 
tral Trust  Company  of  New  York,  Trustee. 
Total  amount  authorized  to  be  issued, 
$15,000,000.  Series  “A”  of  said  bonds,  amount- 
ing to  $5,000,000,  created  in  June,  1908; 
dated  June  1,  1908,  due  June  1,  1948;  interest 
payable  semi-annually . 

Amount  of  bonds  of  series  “A”  outstanding 
prior  to  the  filing  of  this  Certificate  of  Noti- 
fication, $2,586,000;  amount  retired,  $54,000. 
It  is  now  proposed  to  issue  $510,000  of  series 
“A”  bonds  to  the  Pennsylvania  Company, 
lessee,  to  reimburse  that  Company  in  part  for 
additions  and  betterments  made  to  the  prop- 
erty of  the  Pittsburgh,  Youngstown  and  Ash- 
tabula Railway  Company. 

Bonds,  

74  June  5,  1914.  Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Company. 

To  be  held  in  the  treasury  as  a free  asset. 

Fifty-year  5%  sinking  fund  gold  bonds  dated 
March  1,  1912,  due  March  1,  1962.  Commer- 
cial Trust  Company,  Trustee.  Total  amount 
of  bonds  authorized  to  be  issued,  $10,000,000; 
amount  outstanding  prior  to  filing  this  Certifi- 
cate of  Notification,  $6,000,000.  It  is  now 
proposed  to  issue  $2,000,000  to  be  held  in  the 
treasury  as  a free  asset. 

Bonds,  

75  June  12,  1914.  The  Gaffney  and  James  City  Railroad  Company. 

To  provide  cash  capital  for  the  company. 

Two  hundred  shares  common  capital  stock,  par 
value  per  share,  $100;  total,  $20,000;  all  of 
which  it  is  now  proposed  to  issue  at  par  for 
cash. 

Capital  stock,  

76  June  13,  1914.  Lehigh  Valley  Light  and  Power  Company. 

To  reimburse  the  treasury  for  moneys  expended 
in  making  additions  and  betterments  to  the 
company’s  properties. 

First  mortgage  5%  gold  bonds  dated 
April  1,  1913,  maturing  April  1,  1942,  inter- 
est payable  semi-annually.  Lehigh  Valley 
Trust  Company,  Trustee.  For  the  total 
amount  authorized  and  outstanding  see  cer- 
tificate of  Notification  No.  36  above.  It  is 
now  proposed  to  sell  the  $50,000  bonds  here- 
tofore issued  and  held  in  the  treasury  as  a 
free  asset.  (See  Certificate  of  Notification 
No.  36  above). 

Bonds,  

77  June  13,  1914.  Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Company. 

To  reimburse  the  treasury  for  money  expended 
out  of  current  funds  in  acquiring  bonds  of 
the  Quakertown  Traction  Company. 

First  mortgage  30-year  gold  bonds  dated  De- 
cember 1,  1905,  due  December  1,  1935;  series 
“A”  bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of  4%  per 
annum,  payable  semi-annually,  and  series  “B” 
bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of  5%  per  annum, 
payable  semi-annually.  Guaranty  Trust 
Company  of  New  York  City,  Trustee.  Total 
amount  of  bonds  authorized  to  be  issued, 
$5,000,000;  amount  issued  prior  to  the  filing 
of  this  Certificate  of  Notification,  ^,983,000 
(of  which  $26,000  are  held  in  the  treasury  as 
a free  asset) . It  is  now  proposed  to  sell  the 
$26,000  of  bonds  heretofore  issued  and  held  in 
the  treasury  as  a free  asset. 

Bonds,  


Amount. 


510,000  00 


2,000,000  00 


20,000  00 


50,000  00 


26,000  00 
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78  June  13,  1914.  West  Iloutzdale  Water  Company. 

To  provide  funds  for  making  extensions  to  the 
water  distribution  system. 

Notes  dated  June  1,  1914,  due  June  1,  1919; 
interest  at  6%  per  annum,  payable  semi- 
annually. Total  amount  of  notes  authorized 
to  be  issued,  $5,000,  all  of  which  it  is  now 
proposed  to  issue  and  sell  for  cash,  at  par. 

Notes,  

79  June  18,  1914.  Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  and  Electric  Com- 

pany. 

To  reimburse  the  treasury  in  the  amount  of  90% 
of  the  cost  of  improvements  placed  upon  the 
company’s  plants  to  May  31,  1914. 

Five  per  cent,  and  refunding  mortgage  gold 
bonds  of  same  issue  as  described  in  Certificate 
of  Notification  No.  0 above,  dated  February 
1,  1910,  due  February  1,  19(10.  It  is  now  pro- 
posed to  issue  and  sell  $5(3,000. 

Bonds,  


80  June  22,  1914.  Erie  County  Electric  Company. 

To  reimburse  the  treasury  for  improvements 
paid  for  out  of  current  funds. 

Six  per  cent,  consolidated  gold  bonds  dated 
January  1,  1909,  due  January  1,  1959.  Total 
amount  of  bonds  authorized  to  be  issued,  $1,- 
000,000;  amount  outstanding  prior  to  the 
filing  of  this  Certificate  of  Notification, 
$717,000;  $203,000  held  in  the  treasury  to  re- 
tire outstanding  bonds  of  underlying  com- 
panies ; $80,000  held  in  the  treasury  as  a free 
asset.  It  is  now  proposed  to  sell  for  cash 
the  $80,000  held  in  the  treasury  as  a free 
asset. 

Bonds,  

81  June  23,  1914.  The  Mercer  County  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Com- 

pany. 

To  reimburse  the  treasury  for  new  construction, 
betterments  and  improvements  made  to  the 
company’s  property. 

Five  per  cent,  first  mortgage  sinking  fund 
gold  bonds  dated  January  1,  1912,  due  Jan- 
uary 1,  1942.  Commonwealth  Trust  Com- 

pany of  Pittsburgh,  Trustee.  Total  amount 
of  bonds  authorized  to  be  issued,  $200,000; 
amount  outstanding  prior  to  filing  this  Cer- 
tificate of  Notification,  $64,200;  $33,400  is- 
sued and  pledged  as  security  for  various  notes 
held  by  banks  and  others;  $101,900  held  by 
Trustee,  and  to  be  issued  on  account  of  ac- 
quisition of  new  property  and  betterments 
and  improvements  made  to  present  property. 
It  is  now  proposed  to  issue  $11,500  of  the 
$101,900  just  referred  to,  which  are  to  be 
pledged . 

Bonds,  

82  June  24,  1914.  Scranton  Electric  Company. 

To  reimburse  the  company  in  the  amount  of 
80%  of  the  cost  of  additions,  betterments  and 
improvements  made  or  about  to  be  made  to 
the  company’s  property. 

First  and  refunding  mortgage  5%  gold  bonds 
dated  .Inly  1,  1907,  due  .Inly  1,  1937.  United 
States  Mortgage  and  Trust  Company,  Tnis- 
tee.  Total  amount  of  bonds  authorized  to  be 
issued,  810,000,000;  amount  issued  prior  to  the 
filing  of  this  Certificate  of  Notification,  $4,- 
383,000  (of  which  $200,000  have  been  redeemed 
and  cancelled).  It  is  now  proposed  to  issue 
$201,000,  which  will  be  sold  for  cash. 

Bonds,  


Off.  Doc. 
Amount. 


5,000  00 


56,000  00 


80,000  00 


11,500  00 


201,000  00 
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83  June  25,  1914.  Wyoming  Valley  Water  Supply  Company. 

To  be  issued  to  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad 
Company  to  reimburse  the  railroad  company 
for  money  advanced  and  loaned  to  the  water 
company  for  betterments  and  improvements. 

Five  per  cent,  first  mortgage  bonds  dated  July 
1,  1910,  due  July  1,  1960,  interest  payable 
semi-annually.  United  States  Mortgage  and 
Trust  Company,  Trustee.  Total  amount  of 
bonds  authorized  to  be  issued,  .$2,000,000; 
amount  outstanding  prior  to  the  filing  of 
this  Certificate  of  Notification,  $1,198,000. 
It  is  now  proposed  to  issue  $30,000. 

Bonds,  

84  June  25,  1914.  Pennsylvania  and  New  York  Canal  and  Railroad 

Company. 

To  be  issued  to  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad 
Company  to  reimburse  that  company  for 
money  advanced  to  the  canal  and  railroad 
company  for  betterments  and  additions. 

Fifty-year  5%  gold  debenture  bonds  dated 
June  30,  1914,  due  July  1,  1964;  interest 
payable  semi-annually.  Total  amount  author- 
ized to  be  issued,  $135,000,  all  of  which  it 
is  now  proposed  to  issue  to  the  Lehigh  Valley 
Railroad  Company  for  the  purpose  set  forth 
above. 

Bonds,  

85  June  25,  1914.  Montrose  Railroad  Company. 

To  be  issued  to  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad 
Company  to  reimburse  that  company  for 
money  advanced  to  the  Montrose  Railroad 
Company  for  betterments  and  improvements. 

Fifty-year  5%  gold  debenture  bonds  dated 
July  1,  1914,  due  July  1,  1964;  interest 
payable  semi-annually.  Total  amount  au- 
thorized to  be  issued,  $3,000,  all  of  w’hich  it  is 
now  proposed  to  issue  to  the  Lehigh  Valley 
Railroad  Company  for  the  purpose  set  forth 
above. 

Ronds,  


86  June  25,  1914.  Easton  and  Northern  Railroad  Company. 

To  be  issued  to  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad 
Company  to  reimburse  that  company  for 
money  advanced  to  the  Easton  and  North- 
ern Railroad  Company  for  betterments  and 
improvements. 

Fifty-year  5%  gold  debenture  bonds  dated  July 
1,  1914,  due  July  1,  1964;  interest  payable 
semi-annually.  Total  amount  authorized  to 
be  issued,  $18,000,  all  of  which  it  is  now  pro- 
posed to  issue  to  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad 
Company  for  the  purpose  set  forth  above. 

Bonds,  

87  June  25,  1914.  Hazleton  M''ater  Company. 

To  be  issued  to  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad 
Company  to  reimburse  that  company  for 
money  advanced  to  the  Wyoming  Valley 
Water  Company  for  betterments  and  improve- 
ments. 

Fifty-year  5%  gold  debenture  bonds  dated  July 
1,  1914,  due  July  1,  1964;  interest  payable 
semi-annually.  Total  amount  authorized  to 
be  issued,  $25,000,  all  of  which  it  is  now  pro- 
posed to  issue  to  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad 
Company  for  the  purpose  set  forth  above. 

Bonds,  
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8S  dune  27,  1914.  The  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Rail- 
road Company,  The  Lake  Shore  and  Michigan 
Southern  Railwmy  Company  and  The  Pitts- 
burgh and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company. 

In  payment  for  rolling-stock  equipment. 

Equipment  Trust  Certificates  of  1913.  Total 
.amount  authorized  to  be  issued,  $24,000,000; 
amount  issued  prior  to  the  filing  of  this  Certi- 
ficate of  Notification,  $15,494,000,  of  which 
$836,000  have  been  retired.  It  is  now  proposed 
to  issue  and  sell  for  cash,  $4,214,000. 

Equipment  Bonds,  

89  June  30,  1914.  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company. 

To  be  sold  for  cash,  and  the  proceeds  applied 
to  the  purchase  of  1,000  steel  gondola  cars 
and  1,500  steel  hopper  cars. 

“Euclid”  Equipment  Trust  gold  bonds  dated 
.luly  1,  1914,  and  maturing  in  series:  The 

first  series  maturing  July  1,  1924,  and  a series 
maturing  each  year  thereafter  until  July  1, 
1933,  at  which  time  the  total  issue  shall  have 
been  retired.  Interest  at  5%  per  annum,  pay- 
able semi-annually.  Home  Trust  Company, 
Trustee.  Total  amount  of  bonds  authorized 
to  be  issued,  $2,500,000.00,  all  of  which  it  is 
now  proposed  to  issue  and  sell  for  cash,  the 
proceeds  to  be  applied  as  set  forth  above. 

Bonds,  


Off.  Doc. 
Amount. 


$4,214,000  00 


2,500,000  00 
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STATEMENT  OF  EXPENDITURES  FOR  SALARIES,  TRAVEL- 
ING AND  OTPIER  EXI»ENSES  OF  THE  PUBLIC  SERVICE 
COMMISSION  JULY  2(5,  1913  TO  JUNE 
30,  1914. 


Salaries  of  Commissioners,  $61,533  18 

Salaries  of  officers,  23,697  01 

Salaries  of  employees,  22,256  49 

Traveling  expenses,  2,968  02 

Telegrams,  485  91 

Postal  service,  1,.560  20 

Express  and  freight,  59  56 

Janitor  service,  327  34 

Books,  maps,  etc 311  53 

Extra  clerical  and  stenographic  services,  2,326  38 

Expert  services,  1,007  04 

Miscellaneous,  759  11 


Total $117,291  77 


(399) 
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OFFICIAL  DOCUMENT, 


No.  27. 


REPORT  OF  THE  rWESTKIATOR  OF  ACCIDENTS. 


To  the  Members  of  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Common- 
wealth of  Pennsylvania. 

Gentlemen:  I beg  leave  to  present  herewith  the  report  of  the  Bu- 

reau of  Accidents  for  the  period  beginning  July  28th,  1913,  to  June 
30th,  1914,  and  I take  this  occasion  to  thank  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mission for  the  kindness  and  indulgence  manifested  by  them  toward 
the  Department  of  which  I have  the  honor  to  be  in  charge. 

This  report  shows  that  during  the  time  indicated  13,351  persons 
\^ere  injured  on  the  steam  railroads  and  the  street  railways  of  this 
State.  It  shows  the  character  and  result  of  the  accidents  and  whether 
the  person  injured  was  an  employee,  a passenger  or  a trespasser;  and 
there  is  also  a classification  for  persons  injured,  other  than  the  classes 
enumerated,  which  includes  accidents  at  grade  crossings. 

There  were  10,190  persons  injured  on  the  railroads.  Of  this  num- 
ber 991  were  killed.  The  latter  embraced  328  employees;  15  passen- 
gers; 555  trespassers  and  93  others. 

There  were  3,161  persons  injured  on  the  street  railways.  Of  this 
number  170  were  killed,  the  fatalities  including  15  employees;  19 
passengers;  20  trespassers  and  116  others. 

Included  in  the  total  number  of  accidents  are  79  persons  killed  and 
222  injured  at  grade  crossings  of  railroads  and  2 killed  and  70  in- 
jured at  grade  crossings  of  street  railways. 

According  to  the  accident  reports  of  railroad  companies  53  tres- 
passers struck  by  cars  were  under  the  influence  of  intoxicating  liquor, 
and  of  this  number  24  were  killed. 

The  street  railway  companies  report  that  9 intoxicated  persons  were 
killed  and  that  80  were  injured. 

The  above  summary  will  give  the  Commission  an  idea  of  the  vast 
field  for  activity  along  the  line  of  protection  and  the  necessity  for  the 
adoption  of  every  practicable  method  with  this  end  in  view. 

It  is  more  important  to  safeguard  the  lives  of  people  than  it  is  to 
determine  whether  a passenger  is  overcharged  or  whether  a shipper 
is  unjustly  assessed  for  the  transportation  of  his  goods. 

There  are  approximately  10,000  public  crossings  of  steam  rail- 
roads at  grade  in  this  State  and  it  is  gratifying  to  know  that  the 
Commission  has  begun  the  work  tending  to  their  elimination. 

Watchmen,  gates  and  bells  do  not  constitute  absolutely  reliable 
protection. 

Our  reports  show  that  during  the  period  embracing  January  1st 
and  June  30th  of  this  year  44  accidents  occurred  at  protected  cross- 
ings by  which  15  people  were  killed  and  34  were  injured. 
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During  the  same  period  17  were  killed  and  58  injured  at  unpro- 
tected crossings. 

Since  the  Public  Service  Company  Law  came  into  full  force  and 
effect  the  Commission  has  issued  protective  orders  that  have  doubtless 
brought  beneticial  results.  The  requirements  that  the  cars  of  street 
passenger  railway  companies  be  equipped  with  jacks;  that  conductors 
] 'recede  the  cars  over  the  tracks  of  steam  railroads  and  that  passen- 
gers be  not  allowed  on  the  front  platform  of  street  cars  are  being 
observed.  There  was  an  apparent  disposition  on  the  part  of  some 
of  the  employees  to  disregard  these  regulations  but  when  informed 
that  the  orders  Avere  issued  to  be  obeyed  their  indifferenece  was  no 
longer  displayed. 

There  are  other  measures,  however,  concerning  the  operation  of 
street  cars  the  adoption  of  which  is  essential  to  the  comfort  and  the 
safety  of  passengers  and  employees. 

Complaints  have  been  received  that  the  steps  and  running  boards  of 
the  cars  of  some  of  the  lines  are  too  high  and  are  not  only  the  cause 
of  accidents  but  are  a source  of  inconvenience.  Investigation  shows 
that  these  grievances  are  well  founded.  I have,  in  consequence,  held 
conferences  with  representatives  of  the  Pennsylvania  Street  Eail- 
ways  Association  with  a view  to  the  adoption  by  the  Commission  of 
such  regulations  as  will  remoA’e  this  objection  and  will  make  further 
lirovision  for  the  enclosing  of  the  front  platform  of  cars  so  that  the 
emjdoyees  may  have  that  measure  of  protection  to  which  they  are  en- 
titled. 

The  equipment  of  all  cai’s  with  power  brakes  as  well  as  hand 
brakes  and  the  dail}'  operation  of  both  brakes;  the  installation  of 
automatic  couplers;  a safe  and  proper  method  of  heating  cars  and 
the  maintenance  of  lights  at  highway  crossings  and  at  points  on  the 
line  of  the  railway — such  as  the  approaches  to  sharp  curves,  bridges, 
steep  grades,  etc.,  in  country  districts,  and  a reasonable  control  of  the 
intensity  of  headlights  of  cars  on  public  highways,  will  all  contribute 
to  the  elimination  of  elements  that  figure  in  accidents  of  various 
kinds. 

The  accident  which  recently  occurred  in  the  Phoenixville  Tunnel  on 
the  line  of  the  Philadelphia  and  Eeading  Eailway  emphasizes  the 
necessity  of  giving  the  matter  of  tunnels  our  prompt  and  serious  con- 
sideration. I have,  therefore,  sent  a communication  to  the  steam 
railroad  companies  operating  in  Pennsylvania,  requesting  them  to 
furnish  information  in  reply  to  the  following: 

Location  and  name  of  tunnel. 

Dimensions  of  tunnel,  with  degree  of  curves  and  percentage  of 
grades. 

When  constructed. 

Character  of  construction,  as  to  interior  lining,  bracing,  etc. 
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Method  of  ventilation. 

If  ventilated,  state  character  of  ventilation  and  whether  it  is  ade- 
quate. 

Number  of  tracks  in  tunnel. 

Our  investigations  show  that  during  the  period  embracing  January 
1st  and  June  30th,  1914,  7 people  were  killed  and  105  injured  by 
overhead  or  side  obstructions  on  the  line  of  steam  roads.  The  co- 
operation of  people  interested  in  safety  first  work  is  invited  to  the 
end  that  all  dangerous  conditions  may  be  inspected;  as  it  is  more 
essential  that  these  obstructions  be  removed  before  an  accident  oc- 
curs than  it  is  to  investigate  after  the  injury  has  been  done. 

Complaints  have  been  received  as  to  the  height  of  tenders  on  shift- 
ing engines.  It  is  the  practice  of  some  roads  to  attach  a large  tender 
to  an  engine  of  this  kind  and  it  is  impossible  for  the  engineer  to 
obtain  a view  of  the  track  without  leaning  out  of  the  cab  to  an  extent 
that  endangers  his  own  life  and  the  lives  of  others. 

Kespectfully, 

JOHN  P.  DOHONEY, 
Investigator  of  Accidents. 


SUMMARY  OF  RAILROAD  AND  STREET  RAILWAY  ACCIDENTS  RE- 
CEIVED AND  TABULATED  FOR  THE  PERIOD— JULY  27,  1913— June  30, 
1914. 


Killed. 

Injured. 

Total. 

Percentage 

of 

Fatalitie.'s 

991 

9,199 

2,991 

10,190 

3,161 

9.72 

5.38 

170 

Total 

1,161 

12,190 

13,351 

8.70 

ACCIDENTS  CLASSIFIED  AS  TO  EMPLOYEES,  PASSENGERS,  TRESS- 
PASSERS AND  OTHERS— RAILROADS. 


Killed. 

Per  Cent. 

Injured. 

Per  Cent. 

Total. 

Per  Cent. 

Emploves,  

328 

33.10 

7,337 

79.76 

7.665 

75.22 

Passengers 

15 

1.51 

969 

10.53 

984 

9.66 

Trespassers,  

555 

56.00 

550 

5.98 

1,105 

10.84 

Otliers 

93 

9.39 

343 

3.73 

436 

4.28 

Total 

991 

100.00 

9,199 

100.00 

10,190 

100.00 
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Killed. 

Per  Cent. 

Injured. 

Per  Cent. 

Total. 

Per  Cent. 

EiDploves 

15 

S.82 

129 

4.31 

144 

4.56 

Passengers,  

19 

11.18 

1,32S 

44.40 

1,347 

42.61 

Trespassers,  

20 

11.76 

50 

1.G7 

70 

2.21 

Utliers,  

116 

68.24 

1,4,84 

49.62 

1.600 

50.62 

Total,  

170 

100.00 

2,091 

100.00 

3,161 

100.00 

'I’otal  killed  and  injured,  13,351. 
Report  closed  June  30,  191-1. 


TABULATION  SHOWING  PERCENTAGE  OP  FATALITIES  IN  EACH 
CLASS  OF  PERSONS  TO  THE  TOTAL  NUMBER  OP  ACCIDENTS. 


RAILROADS. 


Killed. 

Total 

Accidents. 

Percentage 

of 

Fatalities. 

Employes 

328 

_15 

555 

93 

7, 665 
984 
1,105 
436 

4.28 

1.52 

50.23 

21.33 

Passenffers 

Tresrtussers 

Others 

Total 

991 

10,190 

9.72 

STREET  RAILWAYS. 


Killed. 

Total 

Accidents. 

Percentage 

of 

Fatalities. 

Emplojes 

15 

19 

20 
116 

170 

144 

1,347 

70 

1,600 

3,161 

10.42 

1.41 

28.75 

7.25 

5.38 

Passengers,  

Trespassers,  

Total 
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Total  accidents,  10,190. 
Report  closed  June  30,  1914. 
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Total  accidents,  3,161. 
Report  closed  June  30,  1914. 
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STATEMENT  OF  FATALITIES  AND  INJURIES  TO  EMPLOYEES  OF 
RAILROADS  SHOWING  CO.AIPARATIVE  HAZARD  OF  VARIOUS  OCCU- 
PATIONS. FOR  PERIOD-JULY  27,  1913— JUNE  30,  1914. 


Killed. 


Injured. 


57 

1O0 

2 325 

3 

71 

16 

4S 

2 

93 

4 

69 

16 

528 

rrossin?  watchmen 

11 

22 

7 

453 

26 

17 

9 

190 

569 

2 

Scct.oimu'u  an<I  work  train  laborers 

70 

6 

1,189 

30 

17 

15 

16 

5‘^0 

IT 

219 

Total 

s;s 

7,337 

Rerort  closed  June  30,  1914. 


STATISTICS  KELATING  TO  IIAILKOAD  ACCIDENTS  THAT 
OCCURKED  EKOM  .TANUARY  1.  I9U,  WHEN  THE  PUB- 
LIC SERVICE  COMI'ANY  LAW  BECA^iIE 
EFFECTIVE,  T^NTIL  JUNE  30.. 


COLLISIONS: 

There  were  95  collisions  resulting  in  16  deatlis — 1.5  employees  and  1 passenger  ; 

124  injured — 110  employees,  13  passengers  and  1 trespasser. 

Of  the  95  collisions:  Seven  were  head-on,  resulting  in  the  death  of  5 and  injuring 
13  employees;  19  rear-end  collisions,  causing  the  death  of  6 employees  and 

1 passenger  and  injuring  36  employees,  9 passengers  and  1 trespasser;  16 
side-swipes,  causing  the  dath  of  2 employees  and  injuring  17  employees  and 

2 passengers;  53  shifting  and  switching  collisions,  causing  the  death  of  2 
and  injuring  .34  employees,  10  passengers  and  2 trespassers, 

DERAILMENTS: 

One  caused  by  broken  axle — 1 employee  injured. 

One  caused  by  low  rail  joint— 1 employee  killed. 

One  caused  by  excessive  speed  on  curve — 1 employee  killed  and  1 injured. 

One  caused  by  excessive  speed  on  straight  road — killing  5 and  injuring  3 em- 
ployees. 

One  caused  by  spreading  rails — 1 employee  injured . 

One  caused  by  buckling  of  cars — 1 trespasser  killed . 

One  caused  by  bolt  wedged  in  switch  point — 1 employee  injured. 

FAILURE  OF  EQUIPMENT: 

Seven  employees  were  injured  by  drawheads  pulling  out. 

One  employee  was  injured  by  grab-iron  pulling  out. 

Nine  employees  were  injured  by  bursting  of  air-hose. 

Seventeen  employees  were  injured  by  broken  brake  clubs  or  chains. 
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OVERHEAD  AND  SIDE  OBSTRUCTIONS: 

Causing  death  of  7 and  injuring  of  105  persons.  Of  the  7 killed,  6 were  em- 
ployees and  1 trespasser. 

Struck  by  bridge  and  killed — 1 employee  and  1 trespasser. 

Struck  by  overhead  wire— 1 employee  killed. 

Struck  by  car  door  on  adjoining  track — 1 employee  killed. 

Struck  by  track  fence — 1 employee  killed. 

Struck  by  platform — 1 employee  killed. 

Struck  by  building — 1 employee  killed. 

Of  the  105  persons  injured;  Ninety-nine  were  employees,  5 trespassers  and  1 
IJassenger.  Of  this  number,  37  were  struck  by  overhead  obstructions. 

Struck  by  bridges — 23  employees  and  2 trespassers. 

Struck  by  buildings  and  wires — 11  employees  and  1 passenger. 

Sixty-eight  persons  were  injured  by  side  obstructions,  of  which  64  were  em- 
ployees, 3 trespassers  and  1 passenger. 

Thirteen  employees  were  injured  by  open  car  doors. 

Thirty-four  employees  and  3 trespassers  by  water  stands,  signal  stands,  mail 
cranes  and  track  fences. 

Thirteen  employees  and  1 passenger  by  platforms  and  buildings. 
MISCELLANEOUS: 

There  were  53  trespassers  struck  while  under  the  influence  of  liquor — 24  killed 
and  29  injured. 

Of  74  unknown  trespassers  struck,  68  were  killed. 


STATISTICS  RELATING  TO  STREET  RAILWAY  ACCIDENTS 
THAT  OCCURRED  FROM  JANUARY  1,  1914,  WHEN  THE 
I'UELIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  LAW  BECAME  EF- 
FECTIVE, UNTIL  JUNE  30. 


COLLISIONS; 

There  were  44  collisions  resulting  in  death  of  3 employees  and  the  injuring  of 
34  employees  and  150  passengers. 

Of  the  collisions:  Four  were  head-on;  18  rear-end;  7 side-swiped;  14  by  slippery 
rails,  and  1 by  open  switch. 

GRADE  CROSSING  ACCIDENTS: 

There  were  5 collisions  at  grade  of  steam  and  electric  lines,  resulting  in  injury 
to  49  passengers  on  electric  cars. 

Also,  6 other  accidents  causing  2 deaths  and  8 injuries. 

DERAILMENTS; 

There  were  39  derailments  resulting  in  death  of  1 employe  and  1 passenger ; the 
injuring  of  5 employees,  136  passengers  and  10  others.  (The  latter  were 
struck  after  cars  left  track.)  The  causes  of  the  derailments  follow: 

On  curves — 10. 

Slippery  rails — 8. 

Broken  rail — 1. 

Loss  of  control  descending  grades — 8. 

Split  switche.s — 6. 

Defective  joints — 3. 

Spreading  rails — 1 . 

Stone  on  track — 1. 

“Sun  kink”  in  rail — 1. 
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DEFECT  AND  FAILURE  OF  ROADWAY  OR  EQUIPMENT: 

There  were  10  persons  injured  in  the  following  mniiner:  Two  pedestrians  by 
trolley-poles  falling  off  cars ; one  employee  liy  handle  on  running-board  pulling 
out ; 3 passengers  by  controller  blowing  up ; 1 employee  by  falling  of  loose 
guy-wire,  which  also  injured  1 passenger ; and  1 passenger  and  1 employee 
injured  by  broken  trolley  wires. 

COASTING  ACCIDENTS: 

Resulting  in  2 deaths  and  11  injuries,  caused  by  being  struck  by  cars. 

PERSONS  STRUCK  BY  CARS: 

Of  the  56  persons  killed  by  being  struck  by  cars,  49  were  non-trespassers;  IS 
were  under  6 years  of  age;  9 under  15  years  and  22  over  15  years. 

ACCIDENTS  TO  INTOXICATED  PEOPLE; 

There  were  89  accidents  resulting  in  9 deaths  and  SO  injuries. 

The  9 deaths  were  caused  by  being  struck  by  cars.  Of  the  80  injured,  51  were 
struck  by  cars;  16  jumping  on  or  off  cai's  and  13  occupants  of  teams  and 
autos  colliding  with  cars. 


EAILKOADS  KEPORTING  NO  ACCrOENTS— JULY  27,  1913— 

JUNE  30,  1914. 


Bare  Rock  Railroad  Company , 

Beaver  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Bloomsburg  & Sullivan  Railway  Company. 

Brownstone  & Middletown  Railroad  Company. 

Conemaugh  & Black  Lick  Railroad  Company. 

Cornwall  & Lebanon  Railroad  Company. 

Cornwall  Railroad  Company. 

Coudersport  & Port  Allegheny  Railroad  Compan^\  . 
Delaware  River  & Union  Railroad  Company. 

Delaware  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Dents  Run  Railroad  Company. 

East  Berlin  & Winfield  Railroad  Company. 

Eddystone  & Delaware  River  Railroad  Company. 

Hickory  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Jersey  Shore  & Antes  Port  Railroad  Company. 

Kane  & Elk  Railroad  Company. 

Kishacoquillas  Valley  Railroad  Company 
Kittanning  Run  Railroad  Company. 

Lancaster,  Oxford  & Southern  Railroad  Company. 

Lehigh  & Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. 

McKeesport  Terminal  Railroad  Company. 

Mocanaqua  A Eastern  Railroad  Company. 

Mt.  Penn  Gravity  Railroad  Company. 

New  Berlin  & Winfield  Railroad  Company. 

New  Park  & Fawn  Grove  Railroad  Company. 

Newport  & Sherman’s  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

New  York,  Susquehanna  & M^estern  Railroad  Company. 
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Northeru  Liberties  Railroad  Company. 

North  Shore  Railroad  Company. 

Pencoyd  & Philadelphia  Railroad  Company. 

Pennsylvania  Western  & Ohio  River  Connecting  Railway  Company. 
People’s  Railway  Company. 

Philadelphia  Belt  Line  Railroad  Company. 

Pittsburgh  A Allegheny  River  Railroad  Company. 

Pittsburgh  & Ohio  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Pittsburgh,  Westmoreland  & Somerset  Railroad  Company. 
Quakertown  & Delaware  River  Railroad  Company. 

Redstone  Central  Railroad  Company. 

Rural  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Scootac  Railway  Company. 

Scranton  & Spring  Brook  Railroad  Company. 

South  Shore  Itailroad  Company. 

Stewartstown  Railroad  Company. 

Strasburg  Railroad  Company. 

Sustiuehanna  & Buffalo  Railroad  Company. 

Susquehanna  & Eagles  Mere  Railroad  Company. 

Susquehanna  River  and  'Western  Railroad  Company. 

Tionesta  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Ursina  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Valley  Railroad  Company. 

Washington  Run  Railroad  Company. 

Westinghouse  Inter-Works  Railroad  Company. 

White  Deer  & Loganton  Railway  Company. 

Winfield  Railroad  Company. 


I']LECTRIC  COMPANIESi  REPIHJTING  NO  ACCIDENTS  JULY  27. 

1913— JUNE  30,  1914. 


Blue  Ridge  Traction  Company. 

Cambria  Inclined  Plane  Company. 

Carlisle  & Mt.  Holly  Railway  Company. 

Clairton  Street  Railway  Company. 

Cleveland  & Erie  Traction  Company. 

Corry  & Columbus  Street  Railway  Company. 

Danville  & Sunbury  Transit  Company. 

Duquesne  & Dravosburg  Street  Railway  Company . 

Ephrata  & Lebanon  Street  Railway  Compnay. 

Fairchance  & Smithfield  Traction  Company. 

Pairmount  Park  Transportation  Company. 

Gettysburg  Railway  Company. 

Hagerstown  & Frederick  Railway  Compan.v. 

Hanover  & McSherrystown  Street  Railway  Company 
Highland  Grove  Traction  Company. 

Homestead  & IMifflin  Street  Railway  Company. 

Huntingdon,  Lewistown  & Juniata  Valley  Traction  Company 
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Jersey  Shore  Electric  Street  Railway  Company. 

Kittanning  & Leechburg  Railways  Company. 

Lancaster  & Southern  Street  Railway  Company. 

Lancaster  & York  Furnace  Street  Railway  Company . 

Latrobe  Street  Railway  Company. 

Lewisburg,  Milton  & Watson  town  Passenger  Railway  Company. 
Lewistown  & Reedsville  Electric  Railway  Company. 

Mahoning  Valley  Street  Railway  Company. 

Montgomery  Transit  Company. 

.Montoursville  Passenger  Railway  Company. 

Neversink  Mountain  Railway  Company. 

Oakdale  & McDonald  Street  Railway  Company. 

Patterson  Heights  Street  Railway  Company. 

Pennsylvania  & Maryland  Street  Railway  Company. 

Philadelphia  & Easton  Electric  Railway  Company. 

Phoenixville,  Valley  Forge  & Stafford  Electric  Railway  Company 
Port  Vue  Street  Railway  Company. 

Pottstown  & Phoenixville  Railway  Company. 

Schuylkill  & Dauphin  Traction  Company . 

Shamokin  it  Edgewood  Electric  Railway  Company. 

Slate  Belt  Electric  Street  Railway  Company. 

South  Side  Passenger  Railway  Company. 

Stroudsburg  Passenger  Railway  Company. 

Stroudsburg,  Water  Gap  & Portland  Railway  Company. 
Susquehanna  Traction  Company. 

Tarentum,  Brackenridge  & Hunter  Street  Railway  Company. 
Tri-State  Railway  & Electric  Company. 

United  Traction  Street  Railway  Company  of  DuBois. 

Vallamont  Traction  Company. 

Warren  & Jamestown  Street  Railway  Company. 

West  Side  Electric  Street  Railway  Company. 

White  Hall  Street  Railway  Company. 

Wilkes-Barre  & Hazleton  Railway  Company. 

Williamsport  Passenger  Railway  Company. 


RAILEOAD  GRADE  CROSSING  ACCIDENTS. 


STATISTICS  COMPILED  FROM  JANUARY  1,  1914,  WHEN  THE  PUBLIC 
SERVICE  COMPANY  LAW  WENT  INTO  EFFECT,  UNTIL  JUNE  30. 


UNPROTECTED  CROSSINGS: 

Sixty-two  accidents  occurred  at  unprotected  crossings  by  which  17  persons  were 
killed  and  58  injured. 

Of  the  fatal  accidents:  Nine  involved  pedestrians,  7 were  occupants  of  wagons 
and  1 of  an  automobile. 

Of  the  injured:  Twenty-three  were  in  wagons:  20  in  automobiles;  14  pedes 
trians  and  one  on  a motorcycle. 
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PROTECTED  CROSSINGS: 

Of  the  accidents  occurring  at  44  protected  crossings:  Four  were  at  the  cross- 
ings of  the  lines  of  steam  railroads  with  street  railways,  by  which  46  street 
railway  passengers  were  injured  as  were  3 employees  of  steam  lines. 

The  40  other  protected  crossing  accidents  resulted  in  15  deaths  and  34  injuries. 
One  of  the  fatally  injured  was  a crossing  watchman.  Of  the  other  14  fatally 
injured:  One  pedestrian  was  struck  where  an  electric  bell  was  in  service;  2 
where  watchmen  were  stationed;  and  7 where  there  were  watchmen  and  gates. 

Two  persons  were  struck  in  wagons  where  there  was  an  electric  bell ; 1 where 
there  was  a watchman,  and  1 where  there  was  a watchman  and  gates. 

Of  those  who  were  not  fatally  injured:  One  pedestrian  was  struck  where  there 
was  an  electric  bell;  6 where  tliere  was  a watchman  and  4 where  there  were 
gates.  Three  persons  in  wagons  were  struck  where  there  was  a bell;  7 where 
there  was  a watchman  and  4 where  there  were  watchmen  and  gates.  At  the 
latter,  8 persons  in  automobiles  were  injured — one  crossing  watchman  was 
also  injured. 


(IKADIO 


CKOHSING  ACCIDENTS  OCCURRED  AS 
JANUARY  1,  1914  TO  JUNE  30,  1914. 


FOLLOWS : 


WILKES-BARRE. — Scott  Street.  January  20th.  Collision  of  Wilkes-Barre  Rail- 
Way  Company’s  car  and  train  of  Delaware  & Hudson  Company.  Cause — negli- 
gence of  Delaware  & Hudson  crew.  Seven  passengei-s  injured. 

PITTSBURGH. — Hazlewood  Crossing.  February  9th.  Collision  of  car  of  Pitts- 
burgh Railways  Company  and  train  of  Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad,  due  to  mis- 
understanding of  signals.  Thirty-four  passengers  injured. 

CHESTER. — Edgemont  Avenue.  April  24th.  Collision  of  Southern  Pennsylvania 
Traction  Company’s  car  and  train  of  the  Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad.  Cause- 
neglect  of  crossing  watchman  in  not  lowering  gates.  Three  employees  of  Rail- 
road injured . 

McKEES  ROCKS. — Main  Street.  May  22nd.  Collision  of  Pittsburgh  Railways 
Company’s  car  and  train  of  Pittsburgh,  Chartiers  & Youghiogheny  Railway 
Company,  caused  by  conductor  of  street  car  failing  to  flag  same.  Five  passen- 
gers injured. 

JEROME  JUNCTION.— Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad — Connellsville  Division.  One 
injured  in  wagon.  Crossing  unprotected.  March  26th. 

UNIONTOWN. — Fayette  Street.  Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad — Connellsville  Divi- 
sion. Four  injured  in  automobile.  Unprotected  crossing..  May  22nd. 

WOODLYN.— Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad — Philadelphia  Division.  One  killed — 
pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  February  9th. 

BRADDOCK. — Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad — Pittsburgh  Division.  One  employee 
killed — crossing  watchman.  May  24th. 

ETNA. — Baltimore  & Baltimore  Railroad — Pittsburgh  Division.  One  injured  in 
wagon.  Crossing  protected  by  watchman.  March  2nd. 

ETNA. — Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad — Pittsburgh  Division.  Four  injured  in  Auto. 
Crossing  protected  by  gates  and  watchmen . May  2nd . 

McKeesport. — Huey  street.  Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad — Pittsburgh  Division 
One  injured  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  March  17th. 
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MILLVALE  CROSSING. — Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad — Pittsburgh  Division. 

One  injured — pedestrian.  Crossing  protected  by  gates.  February  1st. 
PITTSBURGH. — 36th  Street.  Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad — Pittsburgh  Division. 

One  injured  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  April  14th. 

SAMPLES  ROAD  CROSSING. — Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad— Pittsburgh  Division. 

One  injured — pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  June  5th. 

ZENO. — Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad — Pittsburgh  Division.  One  injured  in  wagon. 
Unprotected  crossing.  June  23rd. 

CATASAUQUA  (Crossing  west  of  Unicorn  iVIill). — Central  Railroad  of  New  Jersey. 

Two  injured  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  June  5th. 

ARCHBALD. — Hill  Street.  Delaware  & Hudson  Company.  June  9th.  One  in- 
jured in  wagon.  Crossing  protected  by  gateman,  who  was  negligent. 
HUDSON. — Cleveland  Street.  Delaware  & Hudson  Company.  One  killed  in 
wagon.  Crossing  protected  by  electric  bells.  June  22nd. 

MOOSIC  STATION — (Crossing  north  of). — Delaware  & Hudson  Company.  One  in- 
jured in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  February  24th. 

SCRANTON. — Bridge  Street.  Delaware  & Hudson  Company.  March  27th.  One 
killed — pedestrian.  Crossing  protected  by  watchman  and  gates. 

SOUTH  LANESBORO. — Delaware  & Hudson  Company.  One  injured  in  wagon. 
Unprotected  crossing.  January  25th. 

SOUTH  SCRANTON. — Hickory  Street.  Delaware  & Hudson  Company.  One 
killed — pedestrian.  Crossing  protected  by  watchman  and  gates — (gates  not 
working).  March  19th. 

SOUTH  WILKES-BARRE. — Carey  Avenue.  Delaware  & Hudson  Company,  April 
23rd.  One  injured  on  motorcycle.  Went  under  gates  while  same  was  down. 
GLENBURN.- — Johnson’s  Crossing.  Delaware  Lackawanna  & Western  Railroad. 

One  killed — pedestrian.  Crossing  protected  by  electric  bell.  Dlay  14th. 
TAYLOR  (Sibley  Road). — Delaware,  Lackawanna  & Western  Railroad  Company. 

One  killed  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  February  10th. 

WEST  PITTSTON. — Luzerne  Avenue.  Delaware,  Lackawanna  & Western  Rail- 
road. Two  injured  in  Auto.  Unprotected  crossing.  June  13th. 

SHARON. — Budd  Avenue.  Erie  Railroad  Company.  One  injured  in  wagon.  Un- 
protected crossing.  May  22nd. 

UNION  CITY. — Concord  Street.  Erie  Railroad  Company.  One  injured — employee. 
Crossing  watchman  on  duty.  June  11th. 

SOUTH  AVOCA.- — South  Street.  Lackawanna  & Wyoming  and  Wyoming  Valley 
Railroad.  One  killed — pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  March  5th. 
WILKES-BARRE. — Main  Street.  Lackawanna  & Wyoming  Valley  Railroad.  One 
injured — pedestrian.  Crossing  protected  by  watchman.  May  8th. 

ERIE. — Parade  Street.  Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern  Railway  Company. 

May  24.  One  killed — pedestrian.  Crossing  protected  by  gates  (on  north  side). 
ERIE. — Sassafras  Street.  Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern  Railway  Company. 

Two  injured  in  auto.  Crossing  protected  by  gates  and  watchman.  April  14th. 
OIL  CITY. — Klien  Street.  Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern  Railway  Company. 

One  injured  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  February  18th. 

HORSE  RUN  ROAD  CROSSING. — New  York  & Pennsylvania  Railway  Company. 

One  killed — pedestrian.  LTnprotected  crossing.  .Tanuary  27th. 

GLEN  ROCK. — Main  Street.  Northern  Central  Railway  Company.  One  killed — 
pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  February  14th. 

HANOVER. — Middle  Street.  Northern  Central  Railway  Company.  One  killed — 
pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  .Tune  6th. 

SHAMOKIN — Ninth  Street.  Northern  Central  Railway  Company.  One  injured — 
pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  .Tune  3rd. 
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SUNRURY. — Hass  Avenue.  Northern  Central  Railway  Company.  One  injured — 
pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  January  21st. 

RELLEVUE. — Penn’s  Lines  West  of  Pittsburgh.  One  killed — pedestrian.  Un- 

protected crossing.  February  16th. 

NEW  RRIGHTON. — Pouth  Street.  Pennsylvania  Lines  West  of  Pittsburgh. 

One  killed — pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  May  25th. 

SEWICKLEY — River  Avenue.  Pennsylvania  Lines  West  of  Pittsburgh.  One 
killed — pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  February  20th. 

ALLEGHENY. — Pennsylvania  Railroad — Conemaugh  Division.  One  injured  in 
wagon.  Crossing  protected  by  gates.  May  1st. 

SHARPSRURG  STATION  CROSSING.— Pennsylvania  Railroad— Conemaugh 
Division.  One  injured  in  wagou . Protected  by  crossing  watchman.  February 
2.Sth. 

NANTY-GLO. — Pennsylvania  Railroad — Cresson  Division.  One  injured — pedes- 
trian. Unprotected  crossing.  April  21st. 

CRESSON — Loretto  Road  Crossing,  Pennsylvania  Railroad — Cresson  Division.  . 
One  killed  and  4 others  injured  in  auto.  Unprotected  crossing.  May  19th. 

LEWISTOWN  JUNCTION  (West  of). — Pennsylvania  Railroad — Middle  Division. 
One  kilh'd  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  June  25th. 

DUQUESNE. — Pennsylvania  Railroad — Monongahela  Division.  One  injured  iji 
auto.  Unprotected  crossing.  April  8th. 

HOMESTEAD. — Pennsylvania  Railroad — Monongahela  Division.  One  injured — 
pedestrian.  Protected  by  crossing  watchman.  April  29th. 

WEST  ELIZARETH. — Pennsylvania  Railroad — IMonongahela  Division.  One  in- 
jured in  auto.  Plnprotected  crossing.  May  12th. 

WEST  ELIZABETH  STATION. — Pennsylvania  Railroad — Monongahela  Division. 
One  injured  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  February  10th. 

KITTANNING. — Union  Street.  Pennsylvania  Rialroad — Northern  Division.  One, 
injured — pedestrian.  Protected  by  day  watchman.  (Accident  at  night).  June 
10th. 

CUPOLA. — Pennsylvania  Railroad — Philadelphia  Division.  One  injured  in  wagon. 
Unprotected  crossing.  January  2nd. 

T'LORIN. — Hershey’s  Road.  Pennsylvania  Railroad — Philadelphia  Division.  One 
killed  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  May  23rd. 

T.ANCASTER. — Prince  Street.  Pennsylvania  Railroad — Philadelphia  Division. 
One  injured — pedestrian.  Protected  by  gates  and  watchman.  February  16th. 

PHILADELPHIA  .—25th  and  Morris  Street.  Pennsylvania  Railroad — Philadel- 
phia Terminal  Division.  One  killed  and  1 injured  in  wagon.  Watchman  6:00 
A.  M.  to  6:00  P.  M.  May  21. 

PHILADELPHI.'^. — Swanson  and  Reed  Streets.  Pennsylvania  Railroad — Phila- 
delphia Terminal  Division.  One  trespasser  killed — pedestrian.  Gates  and 
watchman  6:00  A.  M.  to  6:00  P.  M.  June  5th. 

JOHNSTOWN. — Pennsylvania  Railroad — Pittsburgh  Division.  One  injured  in 
wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  June  8th. 

NEW  FLORENCE  (Road  Crossing). — Pennsylvania  Railroad — Pittsburgh  Divi- 
sion. One  injured — pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  January  7th. 

PENN. — Pennsylvania  Railroad — Pittsburgh  Division.  One  injured  in  wagon. 
Crossing  protected  by  watchman.  May  1.5th. 

WILKINSBURG. — Rebecca  Street.  Pennsylvania  Railroad — Pittsburgh  Division. 
One  injured  in  wagon.  Crossing  protected  by  watchman.  March  1.3th. 

RENOVO. — Public  Road  Crossing.  Pennsylvania  Railroad — Renovo  Division.  One 
injured  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  June  20th. 

FRICK’S  LOCK  STATION. — Pennsylvania  Railroad — Schuylkill  Division.  One 
injured  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  March  25th, 
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READING  .—Douglass  Street.  Peunsylvauia  Railroad— Schuylkill  Division.  One 
killed  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  May  25th. 

BUTTONWOOD. — Plymouth  Eerry  Road.  Pennsylvania  Railroad — Suubury  Di- 
vision. One  injured  in  auto.  Unprotected  crossing.  June  27th. 

LEWISTOWN. — I’ine  Street.  Pennsylvania  Railroad — Sunbury  Division.  One  in- 
jured— pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  May  26th. 

CLEARFIELD. — Pine  Street.  Pennsylvania  Railroad — Tyrone  Division.  Two  in- 
jured in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  iMarch  24th. 

CIjEARFIELD. — Pine  Street.  Pennsylvania  Railroad — Tyrone  Division.  One  in- 
jured— pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  April  13th. 

LOCK  HAVEN. — Bellefonte  Avenue.  Pennsylvania  Railroad — Williamsport  Di- 
vision. One  injured  in  auto.  Crossing  protected  by  gates  and  watchman.  June 

nth. 

LOCK  HAVEN — Liberty  Street.  Pennsylvania  Railroad — Williamsport  Division. 
One  injured  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  March  20th. 

SUNBURY. — R-F  Tower  Road  Crossing.  Pennsylvania  Railroad — W'illiamsport 
Division.  One  injured  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  March  14th. 

WHTJAMSPORT. — Walnut  Street.  Pennsylvania  Railroad — Williamsport  Divi- 
sion . One  injured  in  wagon . Crossing  protected  by  watchman . March  26th . 

STEELTON. — Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway — Harrisburg  Division.  One  in- 
jured— pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  April  20th. 

BETHAYRES. — Second  Street.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway — New  York 
Division.  Two  killed — pedestrians.  Crossing  protected  by  gates.  (Down  at 

time  of  accident).  .Tune  7th. 

SELLERSVILTiE . — Main  Street.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  R.ailway — New  York 
Division.  May  1.  One  injured — pedestrian.  Crossing  protected  by  gates  and 
watchman . 

SOUTH  BETHLEHEM. — Pine  Street.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway — New 
York  Division.  One  injured — pedestrian.  Crossing  protected  by  gates  and 

watchman.  (Down  at  time).  January  2.5th. 

SOUTH  BETHLEHEM.— West  Third  Street.  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway- 
New  York  Division.  One  killed  in  wagon.  Crossing  protected  by  gates  and 
watchman.  April  4th. 

PHILADETjPHIA  . — Fifty-eighth  Street.  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway — Phila- 
delphia Division.  Two  injured  in  auto.  Unprotected  crossing.  .Tune  25th. 

PHITjADELPHIA  . — Richmond  and  Cumberland  Streets.  Philadelphia  & Reading — 
Philadelphia  Division.  One  killed — pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  Febru- 
ary 22nd . 

PHILADELPHIA — Willow  Street  and  Ridge  Avenue.  Philadelphia  & Reading 
Railway — Philadelphia  Division.  One  injured — pedestrian.  Crossing  protected 
by  watchman.  March  16th. 

BLANDON. — Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway — Reading  Division.  June  30th. 
One  killed  and  2 injured  in  wagon.  Crossing  protected  by  electric  boll. 

BRIDGEPORT. — IMill  Street.  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway— Reading  Division. 
One  killed — pedestrian.  Crossing  protected  by  watchman  and  gates.  .Tanuary 
31st. 

PORT  CARBON. — .Tackson  Street.  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway — Reading  Di- 
vision. One  injured  in  wagon.  Crossing  protected  by  electric  bell.  .Tune  1st. 

DANVILLE. — Railroad  Street.  Philadelphia  & Rending  Railway — Shamokin  Di- 
vision. One  injured  in  auto.  Unprotected  crossing.  .Tanuary  20th. 

MT.  CARMEL  JUNCTION.- Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway- Shamokin  Di- 
vision. One  injured — pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  February  12th. 
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TAHAQUA. — Ceuter  Street.  Philadelphia.  & Reading  Railway — Shamokin  Division. 

One  injured  on  motorcycle.  Unprotected  crossing.  June  12th. 
RIRDSBORO.— Office  Street,  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway— Wilmington  and 
Columbia  Division.  Two  injured  in  auto.  Unprotected  crossing.  February 
10th. 

COATESVILLE. — Brick  barn  Crossing.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway — Wil- 
mington and  Columbia  Division.  One  injured  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing. 
January  26th. 

COATESVILLE.— Main  Street.  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway— Wilmington  and 
Columbia  Division.  One  killed— pedestrian.  Crossing  protected  by  watchman. 
June  24th. 

GETTYSBURG.— Springs  Avenue.  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway— Gettysburg 
and  Harrisburg  Division.  One  injured  in  auto.  Unprotected  crossing.  June 
23rd . 

BRIDGEPORT.— Merion  Street.  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway— Philadelphia 
and  Chester  Valley  Division.  One  injured — pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing. 
May  ISth. 

COLUMBIA.— Fifth  Street.  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway — Reading  and  Co- 
lumbia Division.  One  injured  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  February 
25th. 

WEST  CHESTER. — Nields  Street.  Philadelphia,  Baltimore  & Washington  Rail- 
road. One  injured  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  .Tune  13th. 
PITTSBURGH.— Nichol  Avenue.  Pittsburgh,  Allegheny  & McKees  Rocks  Rail- 
road. One  injured — pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  March  10th. 
CORAOPOLIS. — MUl  Street.  Pittsburgh  & Lake  Erie  Railroad.  One  injured  in 
wagon.  Crossing  protected  by  watchman.  April  4th. 

HOMESTEAD.— West  Street.  Pittsburgh  .&  Lake  Erie  Railroad.  One  injured- 
pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  May  17th. 

McKeesport — Centre  Street.  Pittsburgh  & Lake  Erie  Railroad.  One  injured — 
pedestrian.  Unprotected  crossing.  JIarch  12th. 

McKEES  ROCKS. — River  Avenue.  Pittsburgh  & Lake  Erie  Railroad.  Two  in- 
jured in  wagon.  Crossing  protected  by  watchman  and  gates.  June  12th. 
PITTSBURGH. — Twenty-second  Street.  Pittsburgh  & Lake  Erie  Railroad.  One 
injured  in  auto.  Unprotected  cros.sing.  May  8th. 

SHARON. — Budd  Street.  Pittsburgh  & Lake  Erie  Railroad.  One  injured  in 
wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  iMay  22nd. 

BURGETTSTOWN.— Pittsburgh,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  & St.  Louis  Railway. 

One  injured — pedestrian.  Crossing  protected  by  watchman.  April  17th. 
CARNEGIE.- Grant  Mine  Road.  Pittsburgh,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  & St.  Louis 
Railway.  One  injured — pedestrian.  Crossing  protected  by  watchman  (day). 
June  5th. 

DINSMORE  (West  of). — Pittsburgh,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  & St.  Louis  Railway. 

One  killed  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  January  12th. 

DUFFS  JUNCTION. — Windgap  Avenue.  Pittsburgh,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  & St. 
Louis  Railway.  One  injured — pedestrian.  Crossing  protected  by  electric  bell. 
February  10th. 

WALKERS  MILLS. — Pittsburgh,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  & St.  Louis  Railway. 

Two  killed  in  wagon.  Unprotected  crossing.  May  24th. 

EAST  PITTSBURGH. — Munhall  Yard.  Union  Railroad.  One  injured — pedes- 
trian. Crossing  unprotected.  February  9th. 

WILKINSBURG. — South  Avenue.  Pennsylvania  Railroad — Pittsburgh  Division. 
One  killed — pedestrian.  Crossing  protected  by  watchman.  January  14th. 
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INVESTIGATED  ACCIDENTS. 

(Other  than  Grade  Crossings.) 


READING  TRANSIT  COMPANY— CONSIIOHOCKEN  .—Fayette  ami  Hector 
Streets,  January  3rd,  1914.  Motormaii  lost  control  of  car,  causing  derailment, 
resulting  in  death  of  1 employee;  one  employee  and  9 passengers  injured. 

PITTSBURGH  & LAKE  ERIE  RAILROAD  COMPANY— EAST  CALIFORNIA. 
— Passengers  struck  at  station  while  alighting  from  train.  Crew  of  passing 
train  reprimanded  for  violation  of  Company’s  Rules. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY— CONEMAUGH.— Rear-end  collision 
caused  by  passenger  train  running  into  rear  of  extra  freight  train  on  January 
29th,  1914,  resulting  in  death  of  3 employes,  and  3 passengers  injured.  (See 
detailed  Report.) 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY— ASPINWALL.— Employee  injured 
by  being  struck  by  overhead  bridge,  owing  to  absence  of  warning  guards.  Ylr. 
O’Donnell  for  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  states  that  guards  will  be  placed 
at  approaches  to  bridge. 

PENNSYLVANIA  LINES  WEST— TRANSFER  .—Derailment  of  passenger  train. 
Cause  unknown.  Forty  passengers  injured. 

VALLEY  RAILWAYS  CO-MPANY^— EICHELBERGER’S  CURVE.— Derailment 
of  electric  car,  resulting  in  death  of  one  passenger:  4 passengers  injured.  Cause 
of  accident  attributed  to  excessive  speed.  Investigator  of  Accidents  recom- 
mended that  Company  bring  cars  to  full  stop  at  top  of  grade  leading  to  the 
curve,  and  that  signals  be  placed  at  curve.  Commission  approved  the  recom- 
mendation. 

PITTSBURGH  & BUTLER  RAILWAY  COMPANY— WEST  HOFFMAN  STA- 
TION.— Derailment  of  electric  car  at  curve.  Cause — excessive  speed,  resulting 
in  death  of  one  employee  and  injury  to  one  employee  and  3 passengers. 

BALTIMORE  & OHIO  RAILROAD  COMPANY— COOK’S  MILLS  (Near).— De- 
railment of  freight  train  engine.  Cause — excessive  speed,  resulting  in  death  of 
employees;  three  employees  injured. 

PITTSBURGH  & BUTLER  RAILWAY  COiMPANY— SAMPLE  STATION,  AL- 
LEGHENY COUNTY. — Head-on  collision  caused  by  disregard  of  orders  by  car 
crew,  resulting  in  death  of  two  employees  and  injurv  to  34  passengers  and  to 
19  employees  on  work  car. 


COMPLAINTS  AND  PETITIONS  EELATIVE  TO  DANGEEOUS 

CONDITIONS. 


LYKENS  BOROUGH  COUNCIL,  A.  F.  HANNA,  Chairman. — Complaint  as  to 
unsafe  condition  of  overhead  trestle  on  the  line  of  the  SCHUYLKILL  & 
DAUPHIN  TRACTION  COMPANY’',  at  Wiconisco.  Petition  of  the  Traction 
Company  to  cross  railroad  tracks  at  grade  refused  by  the  Commission. 
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JONES,  I^LMER  E.— Complaint  against  the  PHILADELPHIA  & WESTERN 
RAILWAY  COMPANY  relative  to  high  steps  on  cars.  Commission  has  under 
consideration  the  question  as  to  a uniform  height  for  steps.  Conferences  have 
been  held  with  representatives  of  the  Street  Railway  Companies. 

ROSS,  HUGH. — Complaint  as  to  dangerous  operation  of  cars  of  the  LANCASTER 
& YORK  FURNACE  STREET  RAILWAY  COMPANY.  Respondent  advises 
that  safety  stops  have  been  established  and  that  other  precautions  will  be  ex- 
ercised . 

McELHATTAN  BOROUGH,  W.  E.  SiMITH .—Complaint  relative  to  the  dan- 
gerous conditions  e.xisting  at  the  station  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company 
in  the  above  borough.  Respondent  advised  Commission  that  dangerous  con- 
ditions have  been  eliminated  by  removing  signal  wires  and  placing  of  lamp  on 
the  station  platform. 

REPLOGTjE,  R.  Z.- — Complaint  as  to  the  dangerous  conditions  existing  on  the 
line  of  the  CAMBRIA  INCLINED  PLANE  COMPANY.  Respondent  ad- 
vised Commission  that  alterations  have  been  completed  and  cause  of  complaint 
eliminated . 

MORRISON,  THOMAS  A. — Complaint  as  to  the  unsatisfactory  condition  of  road- 
bed and  rolling  stock  of  the  MT.  JEWETT,  KINZUA  & RITERVILLE  RAIL- 
ROAD COMPANY.  An  investigation  of  this  complaint  was  made  and  as  a 
result  the  Company  was  ordered  to  improve  its  rolling  stock  and  road-bed  and 
to  reduce  the  speed  of  some  of  the  passenger  trains. 

SAMPSELL,  FLOYD  E.— Complaint  against  the  PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD 
COMPANY  relative  to  insufficient  clearance  between  gate  leading  to  property 
of  Stanley  G.  Flagg  & Co.,  and  the  tracks  of  said  Company.  Cause  of  com- 
plaint was  eliminated. 

SIGMAN,  GEORGE  A.— Complaint  vs.  SCHUYLKILL  & DAUPHIN  TRAC- 
TION COMPANY  relative  to  the  dangerous  condition  of  road-bed.  Respondent 
advised  Commission  that  improvements  were  made  to  the  road-bed. 

COWLEY,  CHARLES  E.,  et  al .—Complaint  vs.  LEHIGH  VALLEY  RAILROAD 
COIMPANY  relative  to  alleged  inefficient  spark  arresters  on  Lizard  Creek  Branch. 
The  Company  showed  that  standard  spark  arresters  were  in  use  and  that  they 
were  maintained  in  good  condition,  but  stated  that  every  effort  would  be 
made  to  prevent  fires. 

ETNA  BOARD  OP  TRADE.— Complaint  vs.  PITTSBURGH  RAILWAYS  COM- 
PANY relative  to  dangerous  condition  of  road-bed  between  Millvale  and  Etna. 
Case  pending. 


COMPLAINTS  AND  PETITIONS  KELATIVE  TO  GRADE 

CROSSINGS. 


NEW  FLORENCE  BOROUGH. — Complaint  as  to  dangerous  crossing  at  Ligonier 
Street  over  tracks  of  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company.  Commission  ordered 
that  Company  place  watchmen  at  crossing. 
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COLUMBIA  BOROUGH. — Complaint  of  C.  F.  MARKEL,  Chairman  of  Committee 
on  Municipal  Legislation,  as  to  dangerous  crossing  at  Perry  Street  of  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  and  the  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway  Companies. 
Commission  approved  agreement  by  railroad  companies  to  operate  trains  over 
said  crossing  at  a rate  of  speed  not  exceeding  12  miles  an  hour,  trainmen  flag- 
ging same. 

LTKENS  BOROUGH. — Council  files  complaint  relative  to  dangerous  crossing 
between  Lykens  and  Wiconisco  over  the  tracks  of  the  Philadelphia  & Reading 
Railway  Company.  Agreement  as  to  operation  of  trains  by  flagging  and  re- 
duced speed  approved  by  the  Commission. 

CAMBRIDGE  SPRINGS  BOROUGH,  J.  A.  BOLARD,  Solicitor.— Complaint 
relative  to  dangerous  crossings  existing  in  said  borough  over  the  tracks  of  the 
Erie  Railroad  Company.  The  protection  for  same  submitted  by  Respondent, 
approved  by  the  Commission. 

LONG  SWAMP  DISTRICT  SCHOOL  BOARD,  BERKS  COUNTY  .—Complaint 
as  to  dangerous  crossings  at  Hancock,  Shamrock  and  Mertztown  over  the 
tracks  of  the  Philadelphia  & Reading  Railway  Company.  Respondent  ad- 
vises Commission  as  to  placing  of  an  electric  bell  at  Shamrock  ; watchman  at 
Mertztown,  and  flagging  by  train  crew  of  crossing  above  Mertztown.  Crossing 
at  Hancock  protected  by  electric  bell. 

OAK  LANE  PARK  IMPROVEMENT  ASSOCIATION,  PHILADELPHIA.— 
Complaint  filed  as  to  dangerous  condition  existing  at  Green  Lane  Crossing. 
Commission  advised  that  Respondent  and  Complainant  have  agreed  as  to  the 
elimination  of  the  crossing. 

LITTLESTOWN  BOROUGH. — Complaint  filed  as  to  alleged  dangerous  grade 
crossing  at  South  Queen  Street,  over  the  tracks  of  the  Northern  Central  Rail- 
way Company.  Respondent  advises  that  crossing  will  be  protected  by  trainmen 
flagging  same,  which  was  satisfactory  to  Complainant  and  approved  by  the 
Commission . 

MOUNTVILLE  BOROUGH. — Complaint  filed  as  to  dangerous  crossing  at  Manor 
Street,  over  the  tracks  of  the  Pennsylvania  RaDroad  Company.  Investigator 
recommended  placing  of  electric  bell  at  crossing,  which  was  installed  by  Re- 
spondent and  approved  by  the  Commission. 

LILLY  BOROUGH.— Complaint  filed  as  to  dangerous  crossing  over  the  tracks 
of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad.  Respondent  advises  that  watchman  will  be 
placed  at  Church  Street,  and  other  crossings  will  be  flagged  by  trainmen. 

ARCHBALD  BOROUGH. — Complaint  filed  as  to  the  dangerous  crossings  over  the 
tracks  of  the  Delaware  & Hudson  Company  and  the  New  York,  Ontario  & 
Western  Railroad  Company.  Complainant  advises  Commission  that  Respond- 
ents have  agreed  to  protect  crossings. 

OIL  CREEK  TOWNSHIP  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  .—Complaint  filed  as  to 
dangerous  grade  crossing  at  Miller  Farms  over  tracks  of  the  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
road Company.  Respondent  advises  Commission  that  an  electric  bell  will  be 
placed  at  crossing. 

SHANNON,  R.  F.— Complaint  filed  aganist  the  Erie  Railroad  Company  relative 
to  dangerous  grade  crossing  between  Meadville  and  Saegertown.  Crossing 
eliminated  by  erection  of  an  overhead  bridge. 

READING  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE— BERKS  COUNTY  FARM  BUREAU. 
—Complaint  relative  to  a dangerous  grade  crossing  at  Seyfert  Station  on  the 
line  of  the  Reading  Transit  Company.  Respondent  advises  that  signal  bell  has 
been  placed  and  that  bell  will  be  placed  at  Jacksonwald  Crossing. 
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KEAK-ENI)  COLLISION  ON  THE  LINE  OF  THE  PENNSYL- 
VANIA llAILKOAT)  NEAR  OONEMATtGH,  PENNA., 
JANUARY  30,  1914. 


February  3rd,  1914. 

To  the  Members  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania: 

Gentlemen: 

On  JJanuary  29th,  1914,  at  5:22  A.  M.,  passenger  train  No.  19,  known  as  the 
Cincinnati,  Indianapolis  & Chicago  Express  westbound,  ran  into  the  rear  end 
of  a cabin  car  drawn  by  extra  freight  engine  No.  2957  at  a point  about  200  ft.  east 
of  A.  O.  tower,  Conemaugh,  on  the  line  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad. 

Three  employees,  occupants  of  the  cabin  car,  were  killed  and  three  of  the  pas- 
sengers on  train  No.  19  were  slightly  injured. 

On  January  30th  your  representative  made  a personal  investigation  of  this 
collision  and  respectfully  presents  herewith  the  facts  and  conclusions  relating 
thereto. 

It  was  developed  by  the  injuiry  that  when  the  accident  occurred  the  freight  engine 
was  occupying  a passenger  track,  and,  believing  that  this  circumstance  was  partly 
responsible  for  the  disaster,  I requested  Mr.  R.  L.  O’Donnel,  General  Superin- 
tendent of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  at  Pittsburgh,  to  inform  me  as  to  the 
necessity  for  diverting  freight  traffic  to  passenger  tracks.  Mr.  O’Donnel’s  explana- 
tion follows: 

Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  February  5,  1914. 

iMr.  John  P.  Dohoney, 

Investigator  of  Accidents, 

The  Public  Service  Commission, 

Flarrisburg,  Pennsylvania: 

Dear  Sir: 

In  reply  to  your  inquiry  of  February  4th,  regarding  the  collision  of 
January  29th,  east  of  Conemaugh.  Pa.,  Extra  2957  was  diverted  from 
No.  4 to  No.  3 track  at  SF  interlocking,  Bennington,  22.7  miles  east 
of  the  point  of  collision.  Extra  3048  was  also  diverted  from  No.  4 to 
No.  3 track  at  the  same  location.  Both  trains  proceeded  on  No.  3 track 
from  SF  to  AO.  The  trains  were  diverted  at  SF  for  the  reason  that 
they  were  able  to  make  comparatively  good  speed  and  it  was  desired 
to  run  them  around  four  other  trains  which  were  on  No.  4 track  between 
these  limits.  Any  of  these  trains  might  have  been  diverted  from  No.  4 
to  No.  3 track,  oi-  vice  versa,  at  either  of  the  points  named  or  at  any 
one  of  six  interlocking  plants  between  them,  namely:  UN,  Gallitzin ; 

- MO,  Cresson  ; LY,  Lilly;  NY,  Portage;  W,  Summerhill  and  SO,  South 
Pork. 

On  our  four-track  main  line,  our  dispatchers  are  expected  to  divert 
trains  at  interlocking  plants  to  whichever  track  will  best  expedite  the 
movement  as  a whole.  Trains  proceed  from  one  track  to  another  used 
with  the  current  of  traffic  merely  by  interlocking  signal  under  our  Rule 
,302-a,  reading  “On  portions  of  the  railroad  so  specified  in  the  time- 
table trains  will  run  with  the  current  of  traffic  by  block  signals  whose 
indications  will  supersede  timetable  superiority.”  Pittsburgh  Division 
Special  Rule  150  applies  this  rule  at  all  interlocking  stations  for  move- 
ments on  the  main  line  ' The  entire  line  within  the  limits  in  question  is 
equipped  with  automatic  block  signals,  and  for  the  protection  of  trains 
those  signals  and  the  rules  applicable  to  them  should  be  sufficient  pro- 
tection. It  was  the  intention  to  divert  both  Extra  3048  and  Extra  2957 
from  No.  3 to  No.  4 track  at  AO  interlocking  for  the  purpose  of  allow- 
ing Train  No.  19  to  run  around  them.  While  one  of  our  westbound 
tracks  is  called  the  passenger  track  and  other  the  freight  track  on  our 
main  line  these  designations  are  merel.v  for  convenience  and  have  noth- 
ing to  do  with  the  rights  of  trains.  Extra  2957  might  have  expected 
No.  19  to  be  run  on  No.  4 track  from  SO  to  AO  without  any  violation 
of  rule  or  of  custom. 

Extra  2957  was  stopped  by  the  aiitomatic  signal  on  signal  bridge  2703, 
no  doubt,  on  account  of  the  fact  that  Extra  3048  was  on  No.  3 track  in 
the  block  ahead.  After  stopping.  Extra  2957  proceeded  through  the 
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block  under  our  Rule  504  reading:  “AVhen  a train  is  stopped  by  an  auto- 
matic block  signal,  if  the  signal  does  not  clear  at  once,  the  train  may 
proceed,  running  with  caution,  expecting  to  find  a train  in  the  block, 
broken  rail  or  a switch  not  properly  set.”  In  the  fog  which  prevailed 
at  the  time,  the  progress  of  Extra  2957  through  this  block,  a distance  of 
4346  feet,  was  necessarily  slow,  but  the  train  did  not  stop  between  signal 
bridge  2703  and  the  point  at  which  it  was  struck.  No  effort  was  made 
by  the  flagman  to  protect  the  slow  movement  of  Extra  2957  through  this 
block. 

If  there  be  any  further  information  you  desire,  we  shall  be  very  glad  to 
furnish  it. 

Very  truly  yours, 

(Signed)  R.  L.  O’DONNEL, 

General  Superintendent. 

As  explained  by  Mr.  O’Donnel,  the  train  movement  in  the  territory  involved  is 
protected  by  automatic  signals,  and  although  the  result  of  my  investigation  was  to 
the  effect  that  these  signals  were  in  proper  working  condition,  the  fact  is  that  signals 
simply  convey  information.  They  do  not  prevent  accidents  unless  this  information  is 
properly  understood  and  intelligently  complied  with,  and  it  so  happened  that 
while  the  signals  in  this  case  furnished  the  necessary  warning  other  elements 
entered  into  the  matter  to  make  this  warning  ineffective.  The  collision  was  the 
result. 

It  was  not  disputed  that  a heavy  fog  prevailed  at  the  time  of  the  accident,  and 
it  is  well  understood  that  under  conditions  of  this  character  it  is  difficult  to  cor- 
rectly observe  signals. 

The  engineer  in  charge  of  the  lead  engine  of  train  No.  19  testified  that  for  a dis- 
tance of  about  five  miles  approaching  the  point  at  which  the  accident  occurred 
he  was  running  under  white.  That  is  he  had  not  received  a danger  signal.  His 
rate  of  speed  was  37  miles  an  hour.  The  best  information  obtainable,  however, 
is  to  the  effect  that  one  signal  indicating  caution  was  not  observed  and  that 
4522  ft.  west  of  this  signal  another  signal  at  stop  position  was  likewise  disregarded. 

It  is  the  duty  of  a fireman  to  verify  signals  when  called  out  by  the  engineer, 
but  the  fireman  on  the  lead  engine  of  train  No.  19  apparently  failed  to  perform 
this  service  in  a manner  to  ccmtribute  to  the  safety  of  the  movement. 

It  may  bo  stated,  however,  in  connection  with  this  phase  of  the  matter  that  it 
seems  impossible  for  a fireman  to  effecti^'ely  observe  signals  and  to  attend  to  his 
other  duties  at  the  same  time,  and  some  other  method  of  verification  ought  to  be 
adopted  by  which  the  warning  of  a signal  may  not  easily  be  overlooked. 

In  Mr.  O’Donners  communication  it  is  stated  that  no  effort  was  made  by  the 
flagman  to  protect  the  slow  movement  of  extra  No.  2957  between  signal  bridge  2703 
and  the  point  at  which  the  extra  was  struck.  The  rule  is  that  when  a train  stops,  or 
is  delayed,  under  circumstances  in  which  it  may  be  overtaken  by  another  train  the 
flagman  must  go  back  immediately  with  stop  signals  a sufficient  distance  to  in- 
sure full  protection.  It  is  evident  that  this  rule  was  not  strictly  adhered  to,  con- 
sidering the  fact  that  the  engineer  of  No.  2957  testified  that  he  was  moving  at  the 
rate  of  only  two  miles  an  hour  at  the  time  of  the  collision . 

A consideration  of  the  circumstances  connected  with  this  accident  leads  to  the 
conclusion  that,  under  conditions  such  as  the  existence  of  a heavy  fog,  extra  pre- 
caution ought  to  be  employed  in  the  operation  of  trains,  and,  until  a more  effective 
method  along  the  line  of  safety  shall  be  employed,  the  speed  of  trains  during  the 
existence  of  unfavorable  conditions  ought  to  be  reduced  to  such  a degree  as  to  prac- 
tically preclude  a recurrence  of  such  accidents  as  that  with  which  this  report 
deals. 

I attach  herewith  blue-print,  statements  and  other  data  relating  to  the  collision. 

Respectfully, 

JOHN  P.  DOHONEY, 
Investigator  of  Accidents 
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THOMAS  A.  MOKRISOJ^  vs.  THE  MT.  JEWETT,  KINZUA  AND 
IHTEKVILLE  KAlLIiOAD  COMPANY. 


tlune  12th,  1914. 

To  the  Members  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvani.a: 

Gentlemen: 

Under  date  of  April  1st,  1914,  former  Superior  Court  Judge  Thomas  A.  Mor- 
rison, of  Smethport,  McKean  County,  filed  a complaint  with  the  Commission  against 
the  Mt.  Jewett,  Kinzua  & Riterville  Railroad  Company. 

This  complaint  was  referred  to  me  for  investigation  and  report  and  I now  sub- 
mit the  result  of  my  inquiry  into  the  matter. 

The  principal  contention  of  the  complainant  was  that  the  rolling  stock,  general 
equipment  and  roadbed  of  the  respondent  were  in  unsatisfactory  condition.  That 
is  that  the  passenger  coaches  were  unclean  and  that  the  roadbed  was  not  main- 
tained in  the  substantial  manner  demanded  by  the  sharp  curves  and  heavy  grades 
that  characterize  the  line. 

The  respondent  operates  wholly  within  the  county  of  McKean  for  a distance  of 
about  19  miles,  embracing  the  towns  of  East  Smethport  and  Mt.  Jewett,  but  that 
part  of  the  line  extending  westerly  from  East  Smethport  an  approximate  distance 
of  5 miles  presents  the  most  dangerous  situation  so  far  as  the  operation  of  trains 
is  concerned,  for  the  reason  that  it  traverses  a country  the  topography  of  which 
calls  for  the  curves  and  grades  referred  to. 

In  an  ascending  grade  for  4 miles  the  per  cent,  of  rise  approximates  3.5  and 
this  condition  is  coupled  with  tne  fact  that  the  flow  of  water  from  the  hillsides 
finds  no  adequate  drainage;  that  the  ties  in  many  places  are  old  and  useless,  not 
being  securely  fastened  ; that  the  proper  attention  has  not  been  given  to  tamping 
under  the  rails  and  between  the  ties  and  that  the  outside  of  the  rails  on  the  curves 
are  not  substantially  spiked. 

Similar  conditions  exist,  so  far  as  the  roadbed  is  concerned,  between  East  Smeth- 
port and  Smethport,  a distance  approximately  of  a mile  but  this  part  of  the  line 
is  practically  without  curves  or  grades  and  therefore  does  not  suggest  the  elements 
of  danger  that  are  involved  in  the  operation  over  the  mountain. 

There  is  no  grade  crossing  protection  along  the  line  and  no  warning  signs  at  the 
crossings,  and  in  Smethport  where  the  road  of  the  respondent  crosses  that  of  the 
Pittsburgh,  Shawmut  & Northeim  Railroad  adequate  tamping  has  been  neglected. 

The  time-table  of  the  respondent  provides  that  the  maximum  speed  of  trains 
between  Newton  and  Smethport  shall  be  30  miles  an  hour,  but,  considering  the  fact 
that  this  territory  embraces  that  part  of  the  road  on  v/hich  the  principal  curves 
and  grades  are  located,  the  speed  should  be  reduced  to  20  miles  an  hour.  This 
reduction  will  contribute  to  safety  in  operation . 

Concerning  the  condition  of  the  coaches,  I find  that  they  are  now  being  cleaned 
twice  a week.  This  is  sufficient  attention,  but  the  combination  cars.  Numbers  1 
and  6,  require  upholstering  and  the  toilet  of  the  latter  should  be  sanitarily  im- 
proved . 

I,  therefore,  recommend  that  the  line  of  the  respondent.  The  IMt.  Jewett,  Kinzua 
& Riterville  Railroad,  be  improved  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  report,  and 
that  the  proposed  improvements  be  begun  and  completed  wdthout  unnecessary  delay. 

I made  the  inspection  of  this  line  on  June  11th  and  was  accompanied  by  Mr. 
F.  Herbert  Snow,  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Engineering,  to  whom  I am  indebted  for 
much  of  the  information  which  this  report  contains. 

Respectfully, 

JOHN  P.  DOHONET, 

, Investigator  of  Accidents. 
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DERAILMEKT  ON  PITTSBURGH  AND  BI'TLER  STREET  RAIL- 
WAY NEAR  WEST  HOEFMAN  STATION,  ON  MARCH  24. 


April  7th,  1914. 

To  the  ^Members  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania: 

Gentlemen: 

On  March  24th,  1914,  the  derailment  of  an  interurban  passenger  car  occurred  on 
the  line  of  the  Pittsburgh  & Butler  Street  Railway  near  West  Hoffman  Station,  re- 
sulting in  the  fatal  injury  of  the  conductor  and  in  the  destruction  of  the  ear  by  fire. 

The  accident  was  investigated  by  your  representative  on  IMarch  27th. 

I find  that  this  line  is  characterized  by  heavy  grades  and  curves  and  that  the  de- 
railed car  was  running  on  a regular  schedule  of  55  minutes  for  33  miles — the  distance 
between  Etna  and  Butler. 

The  derailment  occurred  on  an  8 degree  curve  and  was  due,  in  my  judgment,  to 
the  fact  that  the  physical  condition  of  the  roadbed  did  not  justify  the  rate  of  speed 
demanded  by  the  schedule. 

During  my  inspection  of  the  situation  I suggested  to  Mr.  Charles  C.  Tennis, 
Vice  President  of  the  Pittsburgh  & Butler  Street  Railway  Company,  the  character 
and  the  extent  of  the  improvements  th.at  should  be  made ; and  subsequently  had 
correspondence  with  him  on  the  subject.  I submit  herewith  a communication 
from  Mr.  Tennis  and  desire  to  inform  the  Commission  that  the  proposed  improve- 
ments meet  with  ray  approval. 

Respectfully, 

JOHN  P.  DOHONEY, 
Investigator  of  Accidents. 


Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  April  2nd,  1914. 

J.  P.  Dohoney,  Esq., 

Investigator  of  Accidents, 

Public  Service  Commission  of  Pennsylvania, 

Harrisburg,  Pa. 

Dear  Sir: 

I am  duly  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  yesterday  and  replying,  beg 
to  advise  that  on  April  1st  we  increased  our  track  force  on  all  three 
sections  of  our  line  between  Pittsburgh  and  Butler  and  have  already 
distributed  a carload  of  rails  to  be  used  in  renewing  worn  rails  on  curves. 
The  work  of  actually  installing  the  new  rails  will  commence  during  the 
coming  week  and  proceed  throughout  the  line  as  rapidly  as  possible.  I 
believe  that  ninety  days  will  be  sufficient  to  install  one  hundred  tons 
of  rails,  purchased  and  which  we  believe  is  amply  sufiicient  to  put  the 
curves  in  perfectly  safe  operating  condition.  The  work  of  carefully  in- 
specting and  maintaining  the  curves  by  renewing  ties,  adding  ballast, 
tamping,  etc.,  is  going  on  regularly,  although,  at  present  with  increased 
vigor  and  care,  due  to  the  accident  of  iMarch  24th. 

I further  beg  to  advise  you  that  each  of  our  cars  is  equipped  with  the 
Pyrene  Extinguisher  which  we  are  informed  is  regarded  as  one  of  the 
best  fire  extijiguishers  on  the  market. 

Any  further  recommeiulatious  and  instruction  will  be  appreciated. 

Very  respectfully, 

PITTSBURGH  & BUTLER  RY  COMPANY, 

(Signed)  Charles  C.  Tennis, 

Vice-President. 
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ACCIDENTS  KELATIAG  TO  PUELIO  SERVICE  COMPANIES 
OTHER  THAN  RAlLROxVHS  xiND  STREET  CiiR  LINES. 
JANUARY  1 — June  3U,  191-1. 


EXPRESS  COMPANIES. 

xVdams  Expres.-j  Compauy. — 43  employees  injured. 

American  Expre.ss  Com]jany. — I employees  injured. 

National  E.xpress  Company. — 1 employe  injured. 

Philadelphia  I..ocal  Express  Compauy — 2 employes  and  1 other  injured. 
United  States  Express  Company. — 9 employes  injured. 


GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  COMPANIES. 

American  Gas  Company. — I employe  injured. 

Atlantic  Construction  Compauy. — 21  employes  injured. 

Deacon  Light  Company. — 2 employes  injured. 

Carlisle  Light,  Heat  & Power  Company. — 1 trespasser  eltrocuted. 

Citizens  Light,  Heat  & Power  Compauy  of  Pennsylvania. — 7 employes  injured. 
Consumers  Gas  Compr.uy. — 1 employe  injured. 

Counties  Gas  & Electric  Company — 1 trespasser  electrocuted  and  8 employes  injured. 
Delaware  County  Electric  Company. — 3 employes  and  1 other  injured. 

Duquesne  Light  Company — 1 employe  electrocuted  and  12  employes  injured. 

Edison  Light  and  Power  Company — 1 employe  electrocuted,  1 employe  injured. 
Equitable  Gas  Compauy. — 16  employes  and  1 other  injured. 

Equitable  Illuminating  Gas  Light  Company. — 1 employe  killed,  5 employes  injured. 
Erie  County  Electric  Compauy. — 1 emijloye  injured. 

Harrisburg  Gas  Company. — 1 employe  injured. 

Harrislmrg  Light  & Power  Company. — 1 employe  killed. 

Harwood  electric  Company — 2 employes  killed,  1 being  electrocuted  and  3 employes 
injured. 

Jefferson  Electric  Company. — 1 employe  injured. 

Lehigh  Navigation  Electric  Company. — 1 other  electrocuted,  3 employes  injured. 
Manufacturers  Light  & Heat  Company. — 7 employes  injured. 

Northern  Liberties  Gas  Company.— 1 employe  injured. 

Northumberland  County  Gas  & Electric  Company. — 1 trespasser  electrocuted,  1 em- 
ploye injured. 

Panther  Valley  Electric  Light,  Heat  & Power  Company. — 1 employe  injured. 

Penn  Central  Light  & Power  Company. — i employes  and  2 trespassers  injured. 

Penn  Public  Service  Company. — 2 employes  killed  and  1 employe  injured. 
Pennsylvania  Utilities  Company. — 21  employes  injured. 

Pennsylvania  Water  and  Power  Company. — 2 employes  injured. 

Philadelphia  Company. — 3 employes  injured. 

Philadelphia  Electric  Company. — 5 employes  killed,  4 being  electrocuted;  107  em- 
ployes and  18  others  injured. 

Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  and  Electric  Company — 1 employe  electrocuted,  5 em- 
ployes injured. 

Scranton  Electric  Company. — 2 employes  killed,  1 being  electrocuted;  3 employes 
injured. 

Susquehanna  County  Light  & Power  Company. — 1 employe  injured. 
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Towanda  Electric  Ilhiminatiug  Company. — 1 employe  injured. 

United  Gas  Improvement  Company. — 39  employes  injured. 

West  Penn  Electric  Company. — 1 employe  electi’ocuted,  19  employes  injured. 
Wilkes-Barre  Company. — 3 employes  injured. 

NATURAL  GAS  COMPANIES. 

Apollo  Gas  Company. — 1 employe  injured. 

Peoples  Natural  G.as  Company. — .5  employes  injured. 

T.  W.  Phillips  Gas  & Oil  Company. — 2 employes  injured. 

United  Natural  Gas  Company. — 1 employe  injured. 

PIPE  LINE  COMPANIES. 

Crescent  Pipe  Line  Comp.iny. — 2 employes  injured. 

Northern  Pipe  Line  Company. — 1 employe  injured. 

Southern  Pipe  Line  Companj’. — 1 employe  injured. 

PULLMAN  COiMPANY. 

The  Pullman  Company — 11  employes  injured. 

STEAMSHIP  AND  NAVIGATION  COMPANIES. 

Clyde  Steamship  Company. — 3 empkiyes  injured. 

Lehigh  Coal  and  Navigation  Company. — 3 trespassers  drowned,  also  2 employes 
drowned;  2 employes  injured. 

Merchant  and  Miners  Transportation  Company. — 1 employe  killed,  3 employes  in- 
jured . 

Philadelphia  & Camden  Ferry  Company. — 1 employe  drowned. 

Schuylkill  Navigation  Company. — 1 employe  injured. 

Shenango  Steamship  & Transportation  Company. — 1 employe  injured. 

TELEGRAPH  COMPANIES. 

Philadelphia,  Reading  & Pottsville  Telegraph  Company. — 1 employe  injured. 

Postal  Telegraph  Company. — 2 employes  injured. 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Company. — 2 employes  injured. 

TELEPHONE  COiMPANIES . 

Bell  Telephone  Company. — 2 linemen  killed;  97  employes  and  12  others  injured. 
Central  District  Telephone  Company. — 84  employes  and  14  others  injured. 
Huntingdon  & Clearfield  Telephone  Company. — 1 employe  electrocuted. 

Keystone  Telephone  Company  of  Philadelphia. — 7 employes  injured. 

Peoples  Telephone  Company. — 1 employe  injured. 

Pittsburgh  & Allegheny  Telephone  Company. — 3 employes  injured. 

Stroudsburg  & Bushkill  Telephone  Company. — 1 employe  injured. 

TURNPIKE  COiMPANIES. 

Berks  and  Dauphin  Turnpike  Road  Company. — 3 accidents,  resulting  in  injury  to 
6 persons. 

Bridgeport  & Horse  Shoe  Pike  Company--Toll-gate  keeper  struck  and  killed  by  auto 
at  gates. 
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New  Holland  Turnpike  Company. — 1 killed  and  1 injured,  being  struck  by  auto  after 
alighting  from  street  ear. 

Susquehanna  & York  Borough  Turnpike  Company. — 2 accidents  resulting  in  injury 
to  11  persons. 

Willow  Street  Turnpike  Company. — 1 person  killed,  being  struck  by  auto. 

York  & Gettysburg  Turnpike  Company. — 1 accident,  2 persons  injured. 

WATER  COMPANIES. 

Ai)ollo  Water  Worlds  Company. — 1 employe  injured. 

South  Fork  Water  Company — 1 employe  injured. 

Sunl)ury  Water  Company. — 1 other  injured. 

TRANSFER  COMPANIES. 

Union  Transfer  Comijany  of  Pliiladelphia . — 3 employes  and  5 others  injured. 
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NOTE:— Tlie  report  of  the  Bureau  of  Engineering  will  be  published  in  a separate  volume. 

(Circular  No.  13.) 
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REPORT  OF  BUREAU  OF  RATES  AND  TARIFFS. 


To  The  Public  Service  ComroLSsion  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Gentlemen:  I herewith  submit  report  of  the  activities  of  the  Bu- 

reau of  Rates  and  Tariffs  for  the  period  ending  June  30th,  1914. 

For  some  time  after  the  organization  of  the  Commission,  the  Com- 
mission did  not  require  public  service  companies  to  file  tariffs,  but 
instead  obtained  from  such  companies  copies  of  their  tariffs  or  spe- 
cific information  with  respect  to  their  rates  when  such  information 
was  needed  for  the  purpose  of  investigation  of  complaints  as  to  un- 
reasonable rates,  or  for  other  purposes.  The  need,  however,  for  the 
maintenance  of  a Tariff  File  and  for  the  services  of  men  specially  en- 
gaged in  the  study  of  the  questions  of  rates,  etc.,  became  apparent,  and 
a Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Rates  and  Tariffs  was  appointed  and  as- 
sumed office  on  March  IGth,  1914,  and  shortly  thereafter  the  Assist- 
ant Chief  and  three  stenographer-clerks  were  appointed. 

On  April  18th,  1914,  the  Bureau  prepared  General  Order  No.  8, 
w hich  order  directed  public  service  companies  to  file  tariffs  with  the 
Commission  on  or  before  June  1st,  1914.  The  date  for  the  filing  of 
such  tariffs  was,  however,  extended  to  July  1st,  1914.  The  order  re- 
ferred to  distinctly  provided  that  the  filing  of  tariffs  with  the  Com- 
mission was  not  to  be  construed  as  an  approval  of  any  of  the  prices, 
charges,  rates,  fares,  tolls,  shown  therein,  nor  as  a waiver  of  any  of 
the  provisions  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law. 

In  luirsuance  of  this  order,  to  and  including  June  30th,  1914,  16,400 
tariffs  and  17,242  supplements — a total  of  33,642  tariffs  and  supple- 
ments— were  filed  by  the  various  public  service  companies,  and  a 
detailed  list  of  which  is  found  in  Exhibit  “1.”  This  number  vein’- 
gi  eatly  exceeded  all  expectations.  This  is  partially  accounted  for  by 
the  applications  made  by  the  common  carriers  to  the  Inter-state  Com- 
merce Commission  for  authority  to  advance  freight  rates  in  the  so- 
called  Five  Per  Cent.  Increase  in  Rates,  which  tariffs,  when  filed, 
were  su.spended  by  order  of  the  Commission  to  March  12th,  1914,  and 
subsequently  further  suspended  to  September  12th,  1914,  rendering  it 
necessary  for  the  carrie-’s  to  have  upon  the  files  of  all  Commissions 
Ihe  current  tariffs,  the  tariffs  issued  to  supersede  such  tariffs,  but 
jilaced  in  suspense,  and  the  several  notices  of  suspension. 
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Such  of  these  tarilfs  as  were  filed  by  companies  subject  also  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Inter-state  Commerce  Commission  or  of  other  State 
commissions — such  as  common  carriers  and  express  companies — were 
in  good  form,  due  to  the  experience  which  had  been  gained  by  such 
comj>anies  in  the  |)reparation  of  tariffs  under  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  tlie  commissions  above  referred  to.  The  companies,  however,  which 
had  not  been  subject  to  regulation  by  anj^  commission,  and  were  not, 
therefore,  i>reviously  required  to  issue  tariffs,  filed  tariffs  which  were 
very  unsatisfactory,  lacking  uniformity  in  size,  arrangement  of  con- 
tents, and  in  many  instances,  companies  of  the  same  character  used 
varying  names  for  the  same  appliances,  and  there  was  a woeDil  lack 
of  uniformity  in  the  method  of  describing  the  services,  rules,  and  regu- 
lations. With' a view  of  correcting  these  defects,  the  Bureau  has  not 
only  had  considerable  correspondence  with  some  such  companies,  but 
a very  large  number  of  visits  have  been  made  to  the  offices  of  the 
Bureau  by  the  representatives  of  such  companies  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  instructions  with  respect  thereto. 

Tlie  necessity  for  the  promulgation  by  the  Commission  of  explicit 
rules  and  regulations  governing  the  conq)ilation  of  tariffs  early  be- 
came apparent,  and  in  order  that  such  regulations,  when  issued, 
should  be  clearly  understood  by  the  smaller,  as  well  as  the  larger, 
companies  performing  the  same  class  of  service,  committees  repre- 
senting various  utilities  have  from  time  to  time  conferred  with  the 
lepresentatives  of  the  Bureau,  and  it  is  confidently  expected  that  in 
a short  while  snch  regulations  will  be  promulgated  as  will  insure  uni- 
formity in  the  statements  of  charges  and  rules  and  regulations  of  ser- 
vice. 

The  companies  generally  are  not  only  willing,  but  anxious,  to  com- 
ply fully  with  such  rules  as  the  Commission  may  promulgate,  and  have 
clieerfully  responded  to  all  calls  made  upon  them  for  information 
that  would  be  serviceable  in  the  compilation  of  such  rules. 

The  value  of  the  service  to  the  public  and  the  Commission  in  the 
re-arrangement  of  tariffs  under  such  uniform  rules  and  regulations 
cannot  be  overestimated,  and  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Bureau  to  give 
this  subject  preferred  attention;  and  it  is  believed  that  before  the 
completion  of  the  report  for  the  next  year,  all  tariffs  not  properly 
issued  will  have  been  reissued  and  filed,  and  the  friction  between  pa- 
trons and  companies,  due  to  the  lack  of  understanding  upon  the  part 
of  the  public,  will  have  been  reduced  to  a minimum. 

Much  difficulty  has  been  experienced  by  the  Bureau  in  locating 
some  of  the  individuals,  companies  and  corporations  subject  to  the 
I'ublic  Service  Company  Law,  and  in  obtaining  from  them  copies  of 
their  tariffs.  After  the  approval  of  the  law,  the  Commission  for- 
warded to  all  of  the  companies  whose  names  were  available  a copy 
of  the  law,  but  it  later  developed  that  the  list  of  such  companies  fur- 
nished the  Commission  was  defective  for  the  reasons  that  (a)  the 
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names  of  many  companies  were  included  in  the  list  that  had  discon- 
tinued operations,  or  had  been  merged  with  other  companies,  or  the 
corporate  name  changed;  (b)  some  companies  had  obtained  charters 
or  franchises,  but  had  not  actually  engaged  in  public  service;  (c)  a 
very  large  number  of  corporations  were  not  included,  and  this  is  par- 
ticularly so  with  respect  to  individuals  rendering  public  service. 

In  an  effort  to  correct  and  complete  this  li.st,  the  Bureau  made  u.se 
not  only  of  information  obtained  by  other  Bureaus  of  the  Commis- 
sion, or  other  Departments  of  the  State,  but  carefully  examined  trade 
journals  and  directories,  and  in  addition  thereto  corresponded  with 
the  representatives  of  the  larger  companies  of  the  several  utilities ; 
but  even  with  the  information  thus  obtained,  a very  large  number 
of  individuals  and  smaller  companies  were  not  located.  There  seems 
to  have  been  a wide-spread  belief  that  the  Public  Service  Company 
Law  was  intended  for  the  government  of  large  monopolistic  corpora- 
tions, and  the  smaller  corporations  and  companies  or  individuals  paid 
no  attention  to  the  Law,  even  after  copies  had  been  furnished  them. 

The  Law  requires  not  only  that  tariffs  shall  be  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission, but  posted  in  the  offices  of  the  companies  as  well;  and  with 
a view  of  ascertaining  if  the  Law  in  this  respect  was  complied  with, 
inspectors  were  appointed  by  the  Commission  who  have  been  and  are 
visiting  such  offices  and  checking  the  posting  of  tariffs.  In  addition 
thereto,  the  inspectors  are  making  efforts  to  locate  all  corporations, 
companies  or  individuals  who  are  in  any  manner  performing  public 
service  without  having  provided  tariffs.  When  names  of  companies 
subject  to  the  Act  are  reported  to  the  Bureau,  instructions  are  issued 
requiring  the  preparation,  posting  and  filing  of  tariffs.  Mucli  difficulty 
is  at  times  experienced  in  locating  parties  rendering  such  public 
service  where  the  offices  are  in  obscure  places  off  the  main  line  of 
tiavel,  but  it  is  confidently  expected  that  by  this  inspection  and  such 
other  means  as  may  be  used,  all  utilities  will  eventually  be  located 
and  their  obligation  under  the  law  explained  to  them,  and  tariffs  ob- 
tained. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  rates  at  intermediate  points, 
the  law  provides : 

Article  III,  Section  9.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  common 
carrier — 

(a)  To  charge  or  receive  any  greater  compen.sation  in  the  ag- 
gregate, for  the  conveyance  of  passengers  or  property 
of  the  same  class  for  a shorter  than  for  a longer  dis- 
tance over  the  same  line  in  the  same  direction,  the 
shorter  being  included  within  the  longer  distance. 

* * -SS*  . -sf 


436 


ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


Off.  Doc. 


To  prevent  the  necessity  of  requiring  rates  to  be  j)ublished  by  com- 
mon carriers  on  all  commodities  from  all  i>oints  of  origin  to  all  points 
of  destination,  and  at  the  same  lime  to  prevent  the  application  of 
higher  rates  at  intermediate  points  in  violation  of  the  Law,  General 
Order  No.  7 was  prepared  by  the  Bureau  on  April  18th.  This  Order 
provides  that  by  the  insertion  of  an  appropriate  clause  on  the  tariff, 
the  rates  as  shown  therein  to  or  from  more  distant  points,  are,  without 
further  action,  made  applicable  at  intermediate  points,  or  if  lower 
rates  are  desired  at  intermediate  points,  such  lower  rates  may  be 
established  between  intermediate  points  on  one  day's  notice  to  the 
Commission  and  the  public. 

This  Order  is  of  material  advantage  not  only  to  the  public,  for  the 
leason  that  carriers  are  enabled  to  make  reductions  in 
rates  between  intermediate  points,  which  the  carriers  might  presume 
would  not  require  the  publication  of  such  rates,  but  also  to  the  car- 
liers,  as  the  clause  which  provides  for  the  application  of  rates  at  in- 
termediate points  when  such  rates  are  published  to  or  from  more  dis- 
tant points,  renders  unnecessary  the  inclusion  of  a very  large  num- 
ber of  stations  between  which  such  traffic  might  never  move,  but  upon 
which  traffic,  if  moved,  the  rate  to  or  from  the  more  distant  point  is 
instantly  available;  and  the  decrease  in  the  size  of  the  tariffs,  by  the 
omission  of  such  unnecessary  stations,  not  only  decreases  the  cost 
and  labor  of  preparation  of  the  tariff’,  but  jirovides  opportunity  to 
state  more  clearly  the  rates  which  are  provided  between  the  known 
[loiuts  of  origin  and  destination. 

In  the  matter  of  issuing  rates  upon  less  than  thirty  days’  notice, 
the  law  provides: 

Article  II,  Section  1.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  public  ser- 
vice company — 

(f)  To  make  no  change  in  any  tariff  or  schedule,  which  shall 

have  been  tiled  or  published  or  posted  by  any  public 

service  company  * * * * * except  after  thirty 

days’  notice  to  the  Commission  and  to  the  public 

*«•*»*  Provided,  That  the  Commission  may,  in 

its  discretion  and  for  good  cause  shown,  allow  changes 

in  such  tariffs  or  schedules  upon  less  than  thirty  days’ 

notice  herein  specified,  or  upon  other  conditions. 
* « » « * 

Permission  from  the  Commission  to  establish  rates  on  less  than 
statutory  notice,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Law  above 
quoted,  may  be  applied  for  under  General  Order  No.  9,  issued  on  the 
thirtieth  day  of  April,  1914.  This  Order  provides  a form  for  the  mak- 
ing of  application  for  such  permission,  which  must  state  fully  the 
rates  desired  to  be  put  in  effect  ; the  articles  upon  which  such  rates 
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aie  to  apply;  the  points  affecteil,  and  all  circnnistances  and  conditions 
which  are  relied  upon  to  jnstify  such  application.  Such  applications 
are  carefully  examined  with  a view  of  determining  the  public  necessity 
for  the  departure  from  the  very  important  provision  of  the  Law,  that 
thirty  days’  notice  shall  be  given  of  changes  in  rates  and  fares.  Up 
to  and  including  June  30th,  1914,  there  were  187  applications  re- 
ceived, of  which  170  were  granted  and  seventeen  were  denied. 

In  the  matter  of  concuriences  in  Joint  Tariffs,  the  law  provides: 

Article  II,  Section  1.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  public  ser- 
vice company — 

(c)  Where  any  public  service  company  jointly  acts  or  partici- 
pates or  connects  with  any  other  public  service  company 
in  the  performance  of  any  service,  to  make  and  file  with 
the  Commission,  when  so  required  by  it,  and  post  and 
publish  as  hereinbefore  provided,  the  tariffs  or  schedules 
of  the  joint  rates,  prices,  charges,  fares  or  tolls  adopted 
or  in  force  between  them. 

Provided,  however.  That  the  tariffs  or  schedules  of  such 
joint  rates,  prices,  charges,  fares  or  tolls  need  only  be 
tiled  by  one  of  the  said  public  service  companies ; and  the 
other  company  or  companies,  with  the  consent  and  ap- 
proval of  the  Commission,  need  only  tile  such  evidence 
of  concurrence  therein  or  acceptance  thereof  as  may  be 
required  by  the  Commission.  ***** 

The  lilies  and  regulations  governing  the  filing  with  the  Commission 
of  such  evidence  of  concurrence  or  acceptance  of  such  tarift's,  as  pro- 
vided above,  are  fully  set  forth  in  Tariff  Circular  No.  1,  issued  June 
2nd,  1914.  To  and  including  June  30th,  1914,  1,811  of  such  concur- 
rences were  filed  (See  Exhibit  "1”). 

IN  THE  MATTER  OF  SETTLEMENT  OF  INFORMAL  COMPLAINTS  AND 
INFORMAL  ADJUSTMENTS  OF  CLAIIMS  FOR  OVERCHARGES. 

Many  letters  have  been  received  complaining  either  of  the  charges 
assessed  by  the  companies,  or  of  the  application  of  certain  rules  or 
regulations  affecting  rates,  or  requesting  information  as  to  the  proper 
method  of  applying  such  rates  or  regulations.  Most  of  these  com- 
plaints were  satisfactorily  di.sposed  of  by  correspondence  between 
the  Bnreau  and  the  complainants  or  the  companies,  or  by  personal 
interviews  with  representatives  of  the  complainants  or  the  companies. 

In  some  instances,  excessive  charges  had  been  applied,  due  to  im- 
proper interpretation  of  tariffs  by  subordinate  employees  of  the  com- 
panies, and  corrections  were  i)romptly  made  when  the  matter  was 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  officials  of  the  companies,  either  by  ad- 
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jiistmeiits  of  the  excessive  amounts,  already  collected,  or  the  re-ar- 
laiigemeut  of  rates,  or  both,  such  readjustment  of  rates  entirely  re- 
moving all  cause  for  further  complaints  upon  the  part  of  the  patrons. 

Both  the  companies  and  the  patrons  have  favorably  commented 
upon  this  informal,  yet  expeditious,  method  of  disposing  of  questions 
V hich  might  otherwise  have  been  handled  tlirough  more  formal  chan- 
nels, requiring  serving  of  sworn  complaints  and  possibly  hearings 
to  determine  the  merits  of  the  cases,  or  the  continuance  of  unsatisfac- 
tory conditions,  resulting  in  serious  controversies  between  the  com- 
panies  and  their  patrons. 

In  addition  to  this  informal  method  of  disposing  of  the  controver- 
sies or  complaints  (wliich  might  be  termed  adjustments  by  correspond- 
ence) a large  number  of  what  might  be  called  informal  claims  for 
refund  of  overcharges,  or  for  authorit}"  to  waive  the  collection  of 
undercharges,  have  been  presented.  These  claims  were  also  informally 
liandled.  Up  to  and  including  .June  30th,  1914,  there  were  107  appli- 
cations for  refund  received,  of  which  90  were  granted  and  11  were 
denied.  The  total  amount  involved  in  these  claims  is  |6,475.61.  This 
method  of  informally  disposing  of  such  claims  is  also  expeditious  and 
e ery  greatly  appreciated  by  both  the  patrons  and  the  companies  in- 
terested. 

A summary  of  the  tariffs,  transmittal  letters,  and  other  communi- 
cations handled  through  the  Bureau  to  and  including  June  30th,  1914, 
is  given  below: 


Tariffs  and  Supplements — 

Beceived  from 

Steam  railroads,  30,628 

Other  utilities, 3,014 

Transmittal  Sheets — 

Beceived,  8,125 

Forwarded,  5,860 

Concurrences  and  Powers  of  Attorney — 

Beceived,  1,811 

Letters — 

Beceived,  324 

Forwarded,  636 

Petitions  for  Special  Permission — 

Beceived,  187 

Refund  Claims — 

Beceived,  107 


Eespectfully  submitted, 

GEO.  P.  WILSON, 
Chief  of  Bureau  of  Bates  and  Tariffs. 


EXHIBIT  1 

BUREAU  OF  RATES  AND  TARIFFS 

STATEMENT  OF  TARIFFS,  SUPPLEMENTS  AND  CONCURRENCES 
FILED  ON  AND  PRIOR  TO  JUNE  30,  1914 
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THE  FOLLOWING  LS  A STATILMENT  OF  TAKIFFS,  SUPPLE- 
MENTS AND  CONCUPPENCES  FILED  ON  AND  PPIOP  TO 


JUNE  30TH,  UJU,  APPANGED  FOR  EACH  UTILITY  THE 
STEAM  PAILPOADS  BEING  ENUMERATED  BY  COMPANY. 


XTtilities— Other  than  ^teani  Uailroad  Companies. 


Bridge  companies,  

Boat  companies,  

Canal  companies,  

Electric  light,  heat  and  power  companies, 

Electric  railways 

Express  companies,  

B^erry  companies,  

Gas  companies,  

Grain  elevators,  

Incline  planes,  

Local  express,  baggage,  

Cab  and  taxi  ccuipanies,  

Pipe  line  companies,  

Sewage  and  disposal  plants,  

Steam  heat  companies 

Telephone  and  telegraph  companies,  

Turnpike  companies  

Water  companies,  

Total 

Steam  railroad  companies: 

Freight 

Passenger 

Grand  total,  


Tariffs. 

Supple- 

ments. 

Total. 

30 

30 

4 



4 

1 

1 

359 

15 

374 

3S6 

45 

431 

94 

54 

148 

18 

18 

138 

2 

140 

9 

9 

6 

6 

15 

15 

15 

15 

4 

4 

17 

17 

870 

361 

1,231 

S3 

83 

485 

3 

4SS 

2,534 

4S0 

3,014 

12,622 

16,132 

2S.7.54 

1,244 

630 

1.S74 

16,400 

17,243 

33,642 

Steam  Railroad  Companies. 

Freight 

Tar 

iffs. 

Passenger. 

(Jraml  total. 

o 

c 

X 

s ^ 

r ? 
= o 

c ^ 

Tariffs. 

Supplements. 

Total. 

Tariffs. 

Supplements. 

Total. 

Aliquippa  & Southern  R.  R. 

1 

1 

1 

Allegheny  A'  South  Side  Rv.’  

1 

i 

1 

Baltimore  Ohio  R.  R 

483 

1,020 

1,503 

87 

25 

112 

1,615 

4 

Belletonte  Central  R.  R 

12 

12 

12 

19 

Bessemer  & Lake  Erie  R.  R.,  

SI 

132 

213 

41 

6 

47 

260 

40 

BloomsI'urg  & .Sullivan  R.  R 

77 

77 

9 

9 

79 

IS 

Brown.^tone  &:  Middletown  R.  R 

9 

2 

2 

Buffalo,  Rochester  & Pittsburgh  Rv.,  

562 

565 

1,127 

30 

30 

60 

1,187 

35 

Buffalo  & Susquehanna  Rv.,  

241 

491 

732 

"4 

2S 

52 

7S4 

Buffalo  & Sust;ueliaiina  R.  R.  Corp.,  

IS 

G 

24 

31 

Cambria  & Indiana  R'.  R 

14 

14 

14 

Central  Railroad  Co.  of  N.  J 

S06 

425 

1,231 

27 



16 

43 

1,274 

91 

Central  Railroad  Co.  of  Penna.,  

61 

6 

67 

74 

66 

Chestnut  Ridge  Railway 

36 

16 

52 

13 

1 

14 

66 

Collyer,  R.  N.,  agent 

') 

Y 

9 

9 

6 

4 

10 

4 

4 

U 

4 

•T 

6 

.1 

9 

26 

Coud^r.'^T  ort  &:  Port  Allegany  R.  R 

105 

si 

186 

7 

7 

193 

29 

1 

1 

1 

Cumberland  Valley  R.  R 

102 

125 

227 

27 

9 

36 

263 

14 
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Steam  Eailroad  Companies. 


Tariffs. 


Freight. 


Passenger. 


Q 


o; 

& 

o 

P. 

a 

a 


c >> 

C 


I>ula\vare  Sz  Hudson  Co,,  

Dolawaro,  Lackawanna  & Western  U.  K., 

T)ela\\are  Liver  & Union  It.  K.,  

Delaware  A^nlley  Raih^'ay 

Donald.  F.  C.,  agent 

Donora  Southern  It.  II 

Dunkirk.  Allegheny  A^illey  & Pittsburgh 
If.  H. 

Fast  Berlin  By 

Fast  Frie  Commercial  K.  R 

Fast  Broad  Top  R.  R.  & Coal  Co.,  

Fddystone  Delaware  River  R.  R.,  

Frie  R.  R.  Lines  East 

Frie  R.  R.  Lines  West 

Etna  & Montrose  R.  R.,  

Forge  Run  R.  R 

Hickory  A^'nlley  R.  R.,  

Hosiner,  'SV.  H.,  agent,  

Howe.  Carl,  agent,  

Hooverliurst  & Southwestern  R.  R 

Hunter,  C.  L..  agent,  

Huntinerdon  & Broad  Top  Mountain  It.  K‘. 

& Coal  Co 

Indian  Creek  A^alley  Ry 

Ironton  It.  R 

Johnstown  & Stony  Creek  R.  R.,  

Juniata  & Southern  R.  R 

Kane  & Elk  R.  R.,  

Kishacoquillas  A’alley  R.  R 

Kittaiining  Run  R.  R ! 

Lake  Erie,  Franklin  Clarion  R.  It I 

Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern  Ry.,  ...  ' 

Lancaster,  Oxford  & Southern  Rv.,  

T.eetoria  Railway,  

Lehigh  & New  Enffland  R.  R.,  

Lehigh  Valley  K.  R 

Ligonier  Valley  R.  R.,  

Leland,  F.  A.,  agent 

Morris,  Eugene,  agent 

McKeesport  Connecting  R.  R 

AIcKeesport  Terminal  R.  R 

Maryland  ^ Pennsylvania  R.  R 

Mercer  alley  R.  R.,  

Monongahela  K.  R.,  

Monongahela  Connecting  R.  R.,  

Montour  R.  R-,  

Monessen  Southwestern  Ry.,  

Mt.  Jewett,  Kinzua  & Ritersville  R.  R.. 

New  York  Central  & Hudson  River  R.  K., 

New  York,  Chicago  & St.  Louis  R.  R 

New  York,  Ontario  Western  Ry 

New  York  & Pennsylvania  Ry 

New  Park  & Fawn  Grove  R.  R 

Newport  & Sherman's  Valley  R.  R 

New  York.  Susquehanna  & AVestern  R.  R. 

Noonan.  T.  H.,  agent,  

Northampton  &_Bath  R.  R.,  

Northern  Liberties  Ry.»  

Pennsylvania  Company,  

Pennsylvania  Lines  AVest  of  Pittsburgh, 

Pennsylvania  I?.  H.,  ;••••■. 

Pennsylvania  Western  & Ohio  River  Con- 
necting Ry.,  

People’s  Ry 

Pencoyd  & Philadelphia  R,  R 


ICO 

301 

461 

27 

34 

495 

36 

474 

671 

1,145  ' 

31 

12 

43 

1,188 

71 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 ; 

1 

1 

2 

2 

3 

c 

5 

5 

1 

1 

1 

33 

79 

112 

23 

40 

63 

175 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

l.J  

15 

9 

9 

24 

2 

2 

6SS 

1.037 

) 27 

27  ' 

54 

1,465 

89 

IIS 

20S  i 

326 

i 

1 

2 

2 1 

2 

1 

i! 

i 

1 

1 

17 

6 ' 

23  i 

1 

i 

23 

1 

10 

11  i 

11 

1 

1 

1 

11 

11 

, 

11 

3 

13 

16 

16 

IS 

IS  ' 

s 

8 

26 

3 

7 

1 

1 

8 

13 

13 

13 

9 

3 

3 

3 

•> 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

8 

1 

1 

1 

5 ' 

5 

5 

1 

70 

10 

so 

4 

5 

9 

89 

G 

114 

262 

376 

38 

44 

82 

458 

67 

1 

1 

2 

2 

Dl 

22 

7.3 

73 

f38 

.364 

C02 

6 

6 

608 

60 

1,417 

1,012 

2,429 

86 

34 

120 

2,549 

91 

12 

2 

14 

8 

3 

11 

25 

4 

2 

13 

15 

15 

4 

25 

29 

29 

5 

5 



5 

2 

2 

14 

12 

26 

9 

1 

3 

29 

16 

4 

4 

4 

41 

15 

1 56 

3 

1 1 

1 4 

60 

3 

o 

1 2 

2 

16^ 

5 

21 

1 7 

2 

1 9 

30 

3 

1 

1 1 

1 

1 

1 

20  . 

8 

28 

1 

1 1 

2 

30 

19 

769 

1.142 

i 1,911 

40 

1 20 

1 60 

1,971 

22 

6.3 

100 

1 163 

21 

! 18 

1 39 

202 

4 

165 

159 

1 324 

8 

i 5 

I 13 

337 

22 

75 

14 

1 69 

16 

; 2 

1 18 

87 

15 

2 

i 2 

1 

1 

3 

5 

I 7 

3 

3 

10 

21 

21 

16 

1 37 

1 

19 

20 

57 

1 

1 

19 

, 20 

20 

5 

1 

i 1 

6 

13 

1 

! 1 

1 

116 

283 

1 399 

.... 

399 

50 

W 

70 

70 

1 

2,525 

3,663 

6,188 

2-50 

. 152 

402 

6,590 

126 

1 

1 1 

1 

1 

i 1 

i 

1 

1 

1 ’ 

i 

1 

1 
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Steam  Kailroad  Companies. 


'L’n  rift’s. 


Freight. 


Passenger. 


PhilndelpMa  Pelt  Line  K.  R 

Philadelphia  & Reading  Ry 

Pittsburgh,  Allegheny  & McKoos  Rocks 

R.  R.,  

Pittsburgli,  Chartiers  & Youghiogheny  Ry., 
Pittsburgh,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  & St. 

Louis  Ry.,  

Pittsburgh  & Lake  Erie  R.  R.,  

Pittsburgh,  Lisbon  & Western  R.  R. , 

Pittsburgh  & Ohio  Valley  Ry 

Pittsburgh,  Shawmut  & Northern  R.  R.,  .. 

Pittsburgh  &:  Susquehanna  R.  R.,  

Pittsburgh,  Westmoreland  & Somerset 

R.  R 

Potato  Creek  R.  R. 

Pullman  Company,  

Quakertown  & Delaware  River  R.  R.,  

Reynoldsville  & Falls  Creek  R.  R 

Rural  Valley  R.  R 

St.  Clair  Terminal  R.  TL.  

Scranton  Spring  Brook  li.  R. 

Scottdnle  Conue<'tjng  K.  R 

Shaipsville  R.  R.,  

Shallenherger.  F.  E.,  agent 

ShefBeld  Sz  Tionesta  Ry 

South  Shore  R.  R 

Stewartstown  R.  R.,  

Susquehanna,  Rlooinsburg  & Rerwick 

R.  R 

Susquehanna  & New  York  R.  R’ 

Susquehanna  River  & Western  R.  XI.,  

Senders,  L.  M.,  agent,  

Tionesta  Valley  iry 

Tiiscarora  Valley  R.  R.,  

Union  R.  R.,  

Upper  Morion  & Plymouth  R.  ir 

Valley  R.  R 

Wabash  Pittsburgh  Terminal  Ry 

Washington  Run  R.  R.,  

Wayncsburg  & Washington  R.  R’ 

Western  Allegheny  R.  R. 

Western  Maryland  Rv 

West  Side  Pelt  R.  R 

White  Doer  & Loganton  Ry 

Wilkes-Barre  A*  Eastern  R.  R 

Williamsport  North  Branch  R.  K 

Winfield  R.  R 

Total,  
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THE  BUKEAU  OF  ACCOUNTS  AND  STATISTICS. 


A Bureau  of  Accounts  and  Statistics  lias  been  established : to  aid 
the  Commission  in  collecting  and  compiling  for  its  u.se  necessary 
statistics  regarding  the  atfairs  and  activities  of  the  public  serivce 
companies  and  others  subject  to  its  supervision;  to  arrange  systems 
of  accounts  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Commission  for  public  service 
companies  and  to  see  that  such  prescribed  systems  are  adhered  to; 
to  conduct  accounting  investigations  in  connection  with  the  valuation 
of  properties  of  public  service  companies ; and  to  investigate  the  finan- 
cial condition  of  companies  seeking  the  Commis.sion’s  certificates  of 
valuation  and  certificates  of  notification  in  coiinectioii  with  the  issue 
of  stocks,  bonds  and  other  securities. 


REPOKTS. 


It  will  be  the  aim  of  this  Bureau  to  obtain  detailed  and  exact  in- 
formation regarding  the  atfairs  and  the  operations  of  all  persons  and 
companies  engaged  in  public  service  in  the  Commonwealth,  both  for 
the  guidance  of  the  Commission  iu  its  work  of  regulation  and  for 
publication  for  the  information  of  the  public  iu  such  form  as  the 
Commission  may  from  time  to  time  deem  advisable.  This  informa- 
tion will  be  obtained  by  means  of  regular  [leriodical  reports  which 
the  companies  will  be  asked  to  file  with  the  Commission,  and  which 
will  be  subjected  to  close  scrutiny  and  criticism  to  determine  the 
completeness  and  accuracy  of  the  same. 


UNIFORM  SYSTEMS  OF  ACCOUNTS. 


The  value  of  financial  reports  received  from  companies  and  persons 
engaged  in  public  service,  for  the  purposes  of  compilation  of  statistics 
or  for  purposes  of  comparison,  depends  largely  upon  whether  or  not 
the  reports  are  based  upon  correct  and  uidform  accounting.  It  will 
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lie  one  of  the  aims  of  this  Bureau  to  bring  aliouf  uniformity  in 
the  systems  of  accounting  employed  by  those  engaged  in  the  various 
blanches  of  public  service.  This  will  require  patience  and  the  hearty 
c(j-operation  of  the  companies  and  their  accounting  officers,  but  the 
benetits  to  be  obtained  will,  we  feel  satisfied,  warrant  the  efforts  and 
expense  required  to  accomplish  it. 

Tlie  ueed  of  uniformity  in  accounting  is  felt  e.specially  in  those 
branches  of  public  service  in  which  figures  representing  the  operations 
of  independent  agencies  engaged  in  public  service  are  compared  with 
ligures  represeuting  operations  of  municipalities  engaged  in  like  ser- 
vice. Much  of  the  uncertainty  regarding  the  advantages  to  be  ob- 
tained from  municipally  operated  jiulilic  utilities  will  be  removed 
by  a standardization  of  the  accounts  of  all  engaged  in  such  activities, 
municipalities  and  companies  alike,  with  the  comparison  of  results 
which  such  standardization  of  accounts  will  make  possible. 

It  has  developeil  at  hearings  upon  complaints  that  many  com- 
panies have  meager  and  in  some  cases  no  systems  of  bookkeeping 
and  no  leal  information  as  to  their  capital  expenditures  or  receipts 
and  expenses.  Tlie  Bureau  of  Accounts  has  undertaken  to  advise 
with  and  formulate  for  such  companies  systems  of  bookkeeping  and 
accounts  to  such  degree  of  development  as  seemed  warranted  in  each 
individual  case. 


ACCOUNTING  EXAMINATIONS. 


An  important  branch  of  the  work  of  this  Bureau  will  be  the  con- 
ducting of  examinations  of  the  books  and  accounts  of  the  public 
service  companies  who  apply  for  the  Commission’s  certificates  of 
\aluation  in  connection  with  the  issue  of  stocks,  bonds,  notes  and 
other  evidences  of  indebtedness  running  for  more  than  twelve  months, 
according  to  Section  21  of  Article  V of  the  Public  Service  Company 
Law,  as  well  as  those  who  issue  such  securities  upon  certificates 
of  notification;  the  examination  of  books  and  records  in  connection 
with  valuations  for  rate-making  purposes;  and  other  examinations 
of  comi»anies  whose  affairs  are  before  the  Commission  for  investiga- 
tion upon  complaint.  It  is  deemed  advisable  for  the  Commission 
to  have  on  its  staff  and  at  its  call  a corps  of  assistants  skilled  in 
accounts  and  available  for  such  work,  and  it  will  be  one  of  the 
aims  and  purposes  of  this  Bureau  to  develop  and  train  such  a corps 
and  to  be  in  readiness  to  render  such  service  to  the  Commission. 
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GENEKAL  OEDER  NO.  1. 


lu  the  matter  of  Providing  Drinking  Water  and 
Sanitaiy  Diiidving  C'up.s  in  the  Pas.senger 
Cars  and  Agency  Station.s  of  the  Railroad 
Companies  Operating  in  the  State  of  Penn- 
sylvania. 

And  now,  January  8,  1914,  it  is  ordered  for  the  accommodation  of 
the  travelling  public,  that  all  railroad  companies  engaged  in  the  trans- 
j'ortation  of  passengers  within  the  State,  be  required  to  provide  a 
sufficient  supply  of  water  for  drinking  purposes  upon  each  of  the  cars 
when  engaged  in  such  transportation,  together  with  a sufficient  supply 
of  sanitary  drinking  cups,  such  as  will  enable  each  passenger  to  have 
one  cup  for  individual  use. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  an  accessible  and  sufficient  supply  of 
water  and  cups  of  the  same  character  be  i)rovided  in  each  of  the 
agency  stations  of  the  roads  engaged  in  such  transportation  of  pas- 
sengers. 


GENERAL  ORDER  NO.  2. 


In  the  Matter  of  the  Regulation  of  the  Crossing 
of  Facilities  of  one  Public  Service  Company 
with  those  of  another  Public  Service  Com- 
pany. 

And  now,  January  8,  1914,  until  otherwise  hereafter  determined 
and  ordered,  any  public  service  company,  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  approved  July  20,  191.3,  before  con- 
structing any  structures  or  other  facilities  across  the  structures  or 
other  facilities  of  any  other  public  service  company,  whether  under 
ground  or  above  ground  or  at  the  same  or  different  levels,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  an  agreement  between  the  public  service  companies  affected, 
shall  serve  ten  days  written  notice  upon  the  public  service  company 
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01'  companies,  whose  structures  it  is  so  desired  to  cross,  which  notice 
shall  specify  the  nature  and  character  of  such  contemplated  crossing 
and  the  exact  location  thereof,  and  shall  lile  with  the  Commission  a 
copy  of  the  notice  so  served  with  proof  of  service  thereof. 

The  public  service  company  or  companies  desiring  to  construct  such 
mossings  may,  after  the  termination  of  the  period  of  such  notice,  pro- 
ceed therewith  in  accordance  with  the  specifications  contained  in  the 
notice  unless,  within  ten  days  after  the  service  thereof,  the  public- 
service  company  or  companies  alfected  by  such  crossing  shall  serve 
upon  the  comjiany  or  comjianies  proposing  to  make  such  crossing  and 
lile  with  the  Commission  a protest  against  the  construction  of  the 
same,  or  unless  without  such  protest  the  Commission  within  ten  days 
of  (he  filing  of  such  notice  shall,  of  its  own  motion,  direct  that  the 
crossing  shall  not  be  proceeded  with. 

Such  protest  shall  set  forth  the  reasons  which,  in  the  judgment  of 
the  protestant,  show  that  the  Commission  should  not  approve  such 
crossing,  and  proof  of  service  thereof,  as  aforesaid,  shall  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  within  three  days  of  the  filing  of  the  protest  with  the 
Commission. 

The  Commission,  upon  consideration  of  such  notice  or  protest  or 
both,  may  fix  a time  and  place  for  hearing  after  diie  notice  and  deter- 
mine whether  or  not  such  crossing  shall  be  approved.  This  regulation 
shall  apply  to  all  such  crossings  between  the  structures  or  facilities 
of  any  public  service  comi)any,  and  the  structures  or  facilities  of  any 
other  public  service  company,  other  than  crossings  between  railroads 
and  street  railways,  and  shall  be  subject  to  the  specific  regulations 
that  may  hereafter  be  adopted  by  the  Commission. 


GENEKAL  ORDER  NO.  3. 


In  the  Matter  of  the  Discontinuance  of  Reporting  Inspections  of  Lo- 
comotive boilers. 

And  now,  January  8,  1914,  it  is  ordered  that  after  January  31, 
1914,  railroad  companies  will  not  be  required  to  send  to  this  office 
re])orts  of  inspections  of  locomotive  boilers  inspected  by  the  Inter 
state  Commerce  Commission,  reports  of  which  inspections  are  made  to 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 


No.  27. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 


453 


GENERAL  ORDER  NO.  4. 


Regulating  notice  of  change  in  Taritfs  or  Sched- 
ules in  the  matter  of  fares  for  Excursions 
limited  to  certain  designated  periods. 

And  now,  January  21,  1914,  it  is  determined  and  ordered  that 
fares  for  an  excursion  limited  to  a designated  period  of  not  more  than 
three  days  may  be  established,  without  further  notice,  upon  posting  a 
tariff  one  day  in  advance  in  two  public  and  conspicuous  places  in  wait- 
ing rooms  of  each  station  where  tickets  for  such  excursion  are  sold 
and  mailing  a copy  thereof  to  the  Commission. 

Fares  for  an  excursion  limited  to  a designated  period  of  more  than 
three  days  and  not  more  than  thirty  days,  may  be  established  upon  a 
lilce  notice  of  three  days. 

Fares  tor  a series  of  daily  excursions,  such  series  covering  a period 
not  exceeding  thirty  days,  may  be  established  upon  like  notice  of  three 
days  as  to  the  entire  series,  and  separate  notice  of  the  excursion  on 
each  day  covered  by  the  series  need  not  be  given. 

Fares  for  an  excursion  liuiited  to  a designated  period  exceeding 
thirty  days  will  require  the  statutory  notice  unless  shorter  time  is  al- 
lowed in  special  cases  by  the  Commission. 


GENERAL  ORDER  NO.  5. 


In  the  matter  of  regulations  governing  the  protection  of  gi’ade 

crossings. 

And  now,  February  4th,  1914,  it  is  ordered : 

First:  Before  crossing  any  steam  railroad  track  at  grade  all 
electric  railways  cars  shall  be  brought  to  a full  stop  by  the  motor- 
man  thereof,  who  shall  not  operate  his  car  over  said  crossing  until 
signalled  so  to  do  either  by  a watchman,  stationed  and  maintained 
at  the  crossing  for  that  purpose,  or  by  the  conductor  of  his  car,  who 
shall  proceed  to  and  over  the  crossing,  and  who  shall  not  signal  to 
the  motorman  to  cross  the  tracks  without  first  ascertaining  that 
there  are  no  engines,  cars  or  trains  within  his  view,  or,  to  his  knowl- 
edge, approiaching  the  crossing,  and  that  it  is  safe  for  the  motorman 
to  proceed  with  his  car  over  said  crossing;  e.xcept  that  at  crossings 
of  electric  railway  tracks  by  railroad  sidings  leading  to  railroad 


454 


ANNUAL  RKPORT  OF  THE 


Off.  Doc. 


yards,  or  to  industrial  plants,  wherel)y  agrreeinent  betAveen  the  com- 
I'anies  operating  llieir  cars,  trains  and  engines  over  the  same,  it  is 
])rovided  specifically  that  a brakeman,  flagman  or  employee  of  the 
railroad  company  sball  proceed  to  said  crossing  ahead  of  the  pass- 
age of  any  car,  train  or  engine  of  the  railroad  company  over  said 
crossing  and  flag  the  crossing  and  warn  the  public  of  the  approach 
and  passage  of  such  i-ailroad  car,  train  or  engine. 

The  Investigator  of  Accidents  of  The  Public  Service  Commission 
shall  be  notified  of  sucb  arrangement,  and  thereafter  the  cars,  trains 
or  engines  shall  be  o])erated  in  accordance  therewith. 

At  crossings  where  conditions  are  specially  dangerous,  safety  de 
vices  shall  be  ju’ovided,  Avhich  shall  be  submitted  to,  and  approved 
by,  the  Investigator  of  Accidents  of  The  Public  Service  Commission. 

Seco)ifl:  A light  shall  be  displayed  on  the  dead  end  of  railroad 
trains  when  it  is  necessary  to  shift  cars  by  night  over  a public  cross- 
ing, notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  crossing  constitutes  a part 
of  the  yards. 


GENERAL  OPDEJI  NO.  (1. 


In  the  Matter  of  the  Regulation  of  the  Occu- 
pancy of  Eront  Platforms  of  Cars  of  Street 
RaihAmy  Companies. 

And  noAV,  February  20th,  1914,  it  is  ordered  that  no  passenger 
be  ])ermitted  to  ride  on  the  front  platform  of  any  closed  trolley  or 
electric  traction  cars,  and  that  on  open  cars  the  carriage  of  pas- 
sengers on  the  front  platforms  shall  be  strictly  limited  to  the  num- 
ber that  can  be  conveniently  accommodated  with  seats  and  who  oc- 
cupy such  seats,  and  further,  that  all  passengers  be  prohibited  from 
distracting  the  attention  of  the  motormen  by  conversation  or  other- 
Avise. 


GENERAL  ORDER  NO.  7. 


In  the  matter  of  application  of  rates  at  inter- 
mediate points. 

1.  In  oi’der  to  provide  specific  commodity  rates  on  traffic  from  or 
to  intermediate  points,  covered  by  existing  published  tariffs  which 
ouly  show  known  points  of  origin  and  destination,  and  to  avoid  the 
necessity  of  special  application  to  the  Commission  to  issue  commodity 
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rates  from  or  to  intermediate  jmints  in  special  cases  ui)on  less  than 
thirty  days’  notice,  common  carriers  are  hereby  authorized  to  apply 
from  or  to  intermediate  points,  the  same  commodity  rates  as  are 
published  from  or  to  the  next  more  distant  point  named  in  the  tariff, 
provided  such  commodity  rates  are  not  higher  than  the  published 
class  rates  between  the  objective  intermediate  i)oints,  and  provided 
further  that  no  advance  is  thereby  made  in  any  existing  rates. 

To  accomplish  tliis,  supplements  must  be  issued  to  each  tariff  pro- 
viding suitable  Rule  to  govern  the  application  of  rates  from  or  to  the 
intermediate  points.  Such  supplements  may  be  issued  to  tariffs  of 
less  than  three  pages,  and  if  desired,  one  issue  may  be  made  to  apply 
as  a supplement  to  all  or  any  of  the  existing  tariffs  by  making  spe- 
cific reference  to  each  tariff  of  which  the  issue  is  a s\ij)plement. 

2.  The  publication  of  commodity  rates  from  or  to  other  points  than 
the  known  points  of  production  and  consumption  imposes  an  unneces- 
■sary  burden  upon  the  carrier,  as  the  publication  of  such  rates  from 
or  to  all  intermediate  points,  would  necessitate  the  posting  at  every 
intermediate  point,  and  tariffs  would  contain  numerous  rates  seldom 
if  ever  quoted  to  shippers. 

For  these  reasons  and  in  order  to  lessen  the  claims  for  reparation 
resulting  from  higher  charges  on  an  intermediate  haul,  common  car- 
riers are  hereby^  authorized,  upon  reasonable  request  therefor,  to  pub- 
lish commodity  rates  on  one  day’s  notice  to  the  Commission  and  to 
fhe  Public,  from  or  to  intermediate  points  whicli  do  not  exceed  those 
in  effect  from  or  to  the  next  more  distant  point  named  in  the  tariff, 
in  ovided  no  advance  is  thereby  made  in  any  existing  rate. 

Each  such  tariff  shall  bear  on  its  title  page  the  following  notation: 

■‘By  authority  of  General  Order  No.  7,  issued  eighteenth  day 
of  April,  1914,  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Common- 
wealth of  Pennsylvania,  this  tariff  (these  rates)  is  not  (are 
not)  made  applicable  from  (or  to)  all  intermediate  points. 
Upon  reasonable  request  therefor  rates  which  do  not  exceed 
those  in  effect  from  (or  to)  more  distant  points  will,  under 
authority  granted  by  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  be  established  from  (or  to) 
any  intermediate  point  hereunder  upon  one  day’s  notice  to  the 
Commission  and  to  the  Public.” 

Tariffs  or  Supplements  which  contain  changes  made  under  the  au- 
thority of  this  order  shall  contain  reference  in  the  issue  as  follow : 

“Issued  by  authority  of  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Pennsvlvania,  General  Order  No.  7,  issued  eio’hteenth 
, day  of  April,  1914.”  ‘ 
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CIRCULAK  LETTER  MODIFYING  GENERAL  ORDER  NO.  7. 
To  Common  Carriers: 

In  the  issuance  of  General  Order  No.  7,  in  the  matter  of  ap- 
plication of  rates  at  intermediate  points,  provision  is  made 
lor  a rule  to  be  shown  on  title  page  of  tariffs  enabling  carriers 
to  publish  rates  between  intermediate  points  upon  less  than  statutory 
notice. 

The  attention  of  the  Commission  has  been  directed  to  the  fact  that 
by  the  substitution  of  the  word  “will’'  for  “do”  in  the  paragraph 
(pioted  below  one  clau.se  may  be  used  for  both  interstate  and  intra- 
state tratlic  and,  as  an  assistance  to  the  carriers,  I am  directed  by  the 
Commission  to  advise  you  tliat  the  alteration  is  hereby  authorized 
and  the  rule  as  corrected  hereunder  is  substituted: 

“By  authority  of  General  Order  No.  7,  issued  eighteenth  day  of 
April,  lilll,  The  Public  Service  Commis.sion  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  I’enns.ylvania,  this  tariff  (these  rates)  is  not  (are  not)  made  ap- 
[ilicable  from  (or  to)  all  intermediate  ]>oints.  Upon  reasonable  re- 
quest therefor  rates  which  WILL  not  exceed  those  in  effect  from  (or 
to)  more  distant  points  will,  under  authority  granted  by  The  Public 
Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  be  estab- 
lished from  (or  to),  any  intermediate  ])oint  hereunder  upon  one  day’s 
notice  to  the  Commission  and  to  the  Public.” 

Harrisburg,  Pa.,  May  28,  1914. 


GENERAL  ORDER  NO.  8. 


In  the  matter  of  filing  tariffs  with  The  Public 
Service  Commission. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  all  Public  Service  Companies 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  ap- 
proved Jiily  2fith,  1913,  including  all  railroad  corporations,  canal  cor- 
['orations,  street  railway  corporations,  stage  line  corporations,  ex- 
press corporations,  baggage  transfer  corporations,  pipe  line  corpora- 
tions, ferry  corporations,  common  carriers,  Pullman  car  corporations, 
dining  car  corporations,  tunnel  corporations,  turnpike  corporations, 
bridge  corporations,  wharf  corporations,  incline  plane  corporations, 
grain  elevator  corporations,  telegraph  corporations,  telephone  cor- 
porations, natural  gas  corporations,  artificial  gas  corporations,  elec- 
tric corporations,  water  corporations,  water-power  corporations,  heat 
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coi-porations,  refrigerating  corporations,  sewage  corporations,  doing 
business  within  this  State,  and  also  all  persons  engaged  for  profit  in 
the  same  kind  of  business,  within  this  Commonwealth,  file  with  this 
(Commission  not  later  than  June  1st,  1914,  all  tariffs  issued  by  such 
public  service  company,  which  were  in  effect  January  1st,  1914,  to- 
gether with  all  supplements  or  amendments  thereto,  or  re-issues 
thereof,  and  which  show  prices,  charges,  rates,  fares,  tolls  or  other 
compensation  asked,  demanded,  or  received  for  any  service  rendered 
or  furnished  by  such  company,  and,  if  a common  carrier,  showing  the 
method  of  distribution  of  trains,  cars,  vehicles,  boats,  motive  power, 
or  other  facilities  operated  or  owned  by  said  common  carrier. 

Every  public  service  company  shall  also  file  with,  and  as  a part 
of,  such  tariffs  and  schedules,  all  rules  and  regulations  that  in  any 
manner  affect  the  said  prices,  charges,  rates,  fares,  tolls,  or  other 
compensation,  or  the  distribution  of  trains,  cars,  vehicles,  motive 
power  or  other  facilities. 

All  such  tariffs  or  schedules  shall  bear  consecutive  serial  numbers 
commencing  with  No.  1 for  each  l^iblic  Service  Company,  and  the 
serial  designation  shall  bear  the  prefix  1*.  S.  C.- — Pa.,  which  may  be 
stamped,  typewritten  or  legibly  written  by  hand  thereon. 

All  such  tariffs  or  schedules  shall  be  forwarded  as  separate  com- 
munications (correspondence  or  tariffs  and  schedules  published  on  or 
subsequent  to  April  1st  not  to  be  included  in  the  same  package  or 
envelope)  and  such  package  or  envelope  must  contain  in  lower  left- 
hand  corner  “Tariff's  and  Schedules  issued  prior  to  April  1st,  1914,’’ 
and  be  addressed  to  the  Bureau  of  Bates  and  Tariffs,  The  Public 
Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  Harris- 
burg, Peuna. 

If  five  (5)  or  more  such  tariffs  or  schedules  are  filed  by  any  one 
company,  an  index  thereto  shall  be  furnished,  the  first  portion  of 
which  index  shall  show  an  arrangement  in  numerical  order,  and 
the  second  in  alphabetical  order,  by  commodity  or  class  or  traffic 
or  character  of  service  performed,  and  if  common  carriers,  shall  briefly 
describe  the  territory  of  origin  and  destination. 

The  filing  with  the  Commission  shall  not  be  construed  as  an  ap- 
proval of  any  of  the  prices,  charges,  rates,  fares,  tolls,  or  other 
compensation,  or  the  rules  and  regulations  or  method  of  distribution 
of  trains,  cars,  vehicles,  boats,  motive  power,  or  other  facilities 
operated  or  owned  by  said  common  carrier,  contained  in  the  said 
tariffs,  or  as  a waiver  of  any  of  the  provisions  of  The  Public  Service 
Company  Law. 

It  is  fui-ther  ordered;  Tiiat  every  scliedule  filed  with  the  Comlnis- 
siou  shall  be  accompanied  by  a letter  to  transmittal  in  duplicate,  if 
receipt  is  desired,  printed  on  paper  84X11  inches  in  size,  in  the  follow- 
ing form: 
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To  the  Public  SenTce  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania. 

Accompanying  schedule  issued  by  the 

is  sent  you  for  tiling,  in  compliance  with  the  re- 

(luireuients  of  The  Ibiblic  Service  Company  Law. 

P.  S.  C.  Pa.,  No 


Supp.  No to  P.  S.  C. — Pa.,  No.... 

Effective 


and  is  concurred  in  b}'  all  carriers  named  therein  as  participants, 
under  continuing  concurrences  or  authorizations  now  on  file  with 
The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, except  the  following  named  carriers,  whose  concurrences  are 
attached  hereto: 


(Signature  of  Filing  Officer  or  Agent.) 

The  original  will  be  retained  by  the  Commission,  and  the  duplicate 
will  be  stamped  and  returned  to  the  tiling  Public  Service  Company 
as  receipt  for  the  schedule  covered  thereby,  when  accompanied  by 
an  addressed  stamped  eirvelope  or  postage  sufficient  to  cover  return 
mailing.  When  the  schedule  transmitted  is  not  a joint  schedule, 
the  statement  as  to  concurrence  or  authorization  in  the  letter  of 
transmittal  may  be  omitted  or  stricken  out. 


CIRCULAR  LETTER  MODIFYING  GENERAL  ORDER  NO.  8. 
To  Common  Carriers: — 

General  Order  No.  8,  in  the  matter  of  filing  tariffs  with  the  Public 
Service  Commission,  requires  the  filing  * * * “with  this  Commis- 
sion not  later  than  June  1st,  1914,  all  tariffs  issued  by  such  public 
service  companjq  which  were  in  effect  January  1st,  1914,  together  with 
all  supplements  or  amendments  thereto,  or  re-issues  thereof.” 

In  order  to  enable  carriers  to  file  all  tariffs  and  concurrences,  the 
time  limit  for  filing  as  prescribed  in  General  Order  No.  8,  has  been 
extended  to  July  1,  1914. 

Harrisburg,  Pa.,  May  28,  1914. 
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genp:ral  order  no.  9. 


In  the  Matter  of  Issuing  Rates  on  Less  Than  Statutory  Notice. 

It  is  hereby  ordered,  Tliat  all  Public  Service  Companies  subject 
to  the  ])rovisions  of  the  I’ublic  Service  Company  Law,  ap- 
proved July  26th,  1913,  in  applying  for  special  permission,  under 
Article  II,  Section  1 (f),  to  issue  rates  on  less  tlian  statutory  notice 
of  30  days,  make  said  a]>plication  in  the  manner  and  form  prescribed 
in  this  order. 

FORM  TO  BE  USED  BY  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANIES  IN  PETITIONING  FOR  PERMISSION 
TO  FILE  TARIFFS  ON  LESS  THAN  STATUTORY  NOTICE. 

This  form  to  be  printed  on  paper  S x 105  inches  in  size. 


(Name  of  petitioning  company.) 

191 

(Place  and  Date.) 


To  the  Public  Service  ('ommission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, Harrisburg, 


The  .! 

(Name  of  petitioning  company.) 

does  respectfully^  jietition  the  Commission 

that  it  be  permitted  under  Article  11,  Section  1 (f)  to  put  in  force 

the  following  rates,  to  become  effective days  after  the 

filing  thereof  with  the  Commission; 

[State  fully  the  rates  it  is  desired  to  put  into  effect,  the  articles 
upon  which  they  are  to  apply,  and  the  points  affected.) 


Your  petitioner  further  represents  tliat  the  said  rates  above  men- 
tioned will  be  published  in  Tariff  I‘.  S.  C.  Pa.  No or  in 

Supplement  No to  Tariff  P.  S.  C.  Pa.  No , and 

will  supersede  and  take  the  place  of  the  rates  on  like  traffic  from 
and  to  the  points  above  named  which  are  set  forth  in  Tariff  P.  S. 

C.  Pa.  No. or  Sniiplement  No to  Tariff  P.  S.  C. 

Pa.  No on  file  with  the  Commission. 
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Aud  3^0111“  petitioner  further  bases  such  request  upon  the  following 
facts,  which  present  certain  special  circumstances  and  conditions 
justifying  the  request  herein  made: 

{State  fully  all  the  circumstances  and  conditions  which  are  relied 
upon  as  justifying  the  application,  and  if  based  upon  rates  in 
effect  via  other  lines,  specific  reference  shall  he  given  to  the  P. 
S.  C.  Pa.  numhers  of  the  tariffs  of  such  other  line  or  lines.) 


(Name  of  petitioning  company.) 

By 

(Name  of  officer.  Pt -.'Ojul  sijinature  re-i-iirod  ) 


(Title  of  officer.) 


GENERAL  ORDER  No.  10. 


In  the  matter  of  installing  Jacks  on  the  Cars 
of  Street  Railway  Companies. 

And  now,  May  21st,  1914,  it  is  order  that  each  Street  Railway 
Car,  engaged  daily  in  operating  service  upon  the  surface  of  streets 
and  highways  within  this  State,  be  equipped  with  a jack  of  a lifting 
capacity  sutlicient  to  raise  one-quarter  of  the  total  weight  of  a double 
truck  car  and  one-half  of  the  total  weight  of  a single  truck  car  at 
least  eight  inches. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  one-half  of  the  cars  of  each  Street  Rail- 
wa}"  Company  be  equipped  in  the  manner  as  above  described  on  or 
before  December  1st,  1914,  aud  that  every  car  included  in  the  pro- 
visions of  this  order  be  equipped  on  or  before  June  1st,  1915. 
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NOTE.— Circular  No.  1 is  The  Public  Service  Company  Law;  Circular  No.  2 is 
the  Rules  of  Practice,  published  herein  as  Appendix  “P  Circular  No.  3 is  now 
embodied  in  the  Rules  of  Practice  as  Rule  36;  Circular  No.  4 relates  to  office  routine. 


CIRCULAR  NO.  5. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS  GOVERNING  FORM  OF  TARIFFS 

AND  SCHEDULES. 


FORM  AND  SIZE. 

1.  All  tariffs  and  schedules  must  be  printed  on  hard  calendered 
paper  of  good  quality  from  type  of  size  not  less  than  6 point  full 
face,  in  book,  sheet  or  pamphlet  form  and  of  size  8 by  11  inches. 
Loose-leaf  plan  may  be  used  so  that  changes  can  be  made  by  re- 
printing and  inserting  a single  leaf. 

No  alterations  in  writing  or  erasures  must  be  made. 

TITLE  PAGE. 

2.  The  title  page  shall  show: 

(a)  Name  of  issuing  Public  Service  Company  and  address. 

(b)  Number  of  tariff,  starting  with  number  one,  and  the  prefix 
P.  S.  C.  Pa.  used.  The  number  and  prefix  must  be  in  bold  type 
on  upper  right  hand  corner,  and  immediately  thereunder,  in  smaller 
type,  the  number  or  numbers  of  tariffs  cancelled  thereby.  Serial  num- 
bers of  the  Public  Service  Companies  may,  if  desired,  be  entered 
below  the  upper  marginal  line  of  the  title-page.  Separate  serial 
P.  S.  C.  Pa.  numbers  will  be  used  for  the  different  classes  of  tariffs 
and  schedules. 

(c)  The  locality  at  which  tariff  or  schedule  applies.  If  between 
\ arious  points,  the  territory  will  be  briefly  state. 

(d)  Reference  by  name  and  P.  S.  C.  Pa.  number  to  any  other  tariff 
01  schedule  which  may  apply  in  connection  with  the  tariff  or 
schedule. 

(e)  Date  of  issue  and  date  effective. 

(f)  On  every  tariff  or  schedule  that  is  issued  on  less  than  thirty 
days’  notice  with  approval  or  by  order  of  the  Commission,  notation 
that  it  is  issued  under  Special  Permission  or  Order  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  No. 
of  (date). 

(g)  Name,  title  and  address  of  officer  by  whom  tariff  or  schedule 
is  issued. 

TARIFFS  AND  SCHEDULES  SHALL  CONTAIN. 

3.  Tariffs  and  schedules  shall  contain : 

(a)  Table  of  Contents:  A full  and  complete  statement  in  alpha 

betical  order,  of  the  exact  location  where  information,  by  subjects, 
will  be  found,  specifying  page  and  item  numbers.  This  table  of 
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contents  may  1)e  omitted  where  the  volnme  of  matter  is  so  small 
tliat  its  title  page  or  its  interior  arrangement  plainly  discloses  its 
contents. 

(b)  If  a joint  tariff  or  schednle,  the  names  of  Public  Service 
Companies  participating,  alphabetically  arranged.  But  if  the  num- 
ber of  participating  Companies  is  not  more  than  ten  their  names 
may  be  sliown  on  the  title  page  of  the  tariff  or  schedule.  The  form 
and  number  of  concurrence  of  participating  companies  must  be 
sliowu. 

(c)  Explanation  of  reference  marks  and  technical  abbreviations 
used. 

(d)  An  exj)lanatory  statement  in  clear  and  explicit  terms  re- 
garding the  rates,  tolls,  charges,  etc.  contained  in  the  tariff  or 
scliedule  as  may  be  necessary  to  remove  all  doubt  as  to  their  proper 
application. 

(e)  Pules  and  regulations  which  govern  the  tariff  or  schedule,  or 
in  any  manner  affect  the  rates  named  therein. 

(f)  Pates,  cliarges,  tolls,  etc.  shall  be  stated  in  cents,  or  in  dollars 
and  cents,  per  unit. 

(g)  Alphabetically  arranged  and  complete  index  of  all  commo- 
dities upon  which  commodity  rates  are  named,  also  index  of  points 
from  which  and  to  which  rates  apply. 

4.  All  tariffs  or  schedules  must  indicate  increases  thereby  made  in 
existing  rates,  charges,  tolls,  rules,  regulations  or  classifications  by 
the  use  of  black  faced  type. 

5.  In  case  of  railroad  or  other  common  carriers,  telegraph  and 
telephone  coi-pora lions,  such  tariffs  and  schedules  shall  conform  to 
fhose  re(piired  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

1).  Tariffs  or  Schedules  of  all  Common  Carriers  shall,  as  requirefl 
by  (Art.  2 Sec.  1-d)  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  show  the 
method  of  distribution  of  trains,  cars,  vehicles,  boats,  motive  power, 
or  other  facilities  operated  or  owned  by  such  common  carrier,  and 
all  rules  and  regulations  that  iir  any  manner  affect  such  distribu- 
f ion. 

7.  In  case  of  change  of  ownership  or  control  of  a Public  Service 
('ompany,  the  company  absorbed,  taken  over  or  purchased  shall  unite 
with  other  company  in  common  supplements  to  existing  tariffs  or 
schedules,  one  withdrawing  and  the  other  accepting  and  establishing 
said  existing  and  effective  tariff's  and  schedules.  The  common  supple- 
ments to  be  executed  jointly  by  the  officers  of  both  old  and  new 
Public  Sei  vice  Companies  and  numbered  as  supplements  (even  if 
the  tariff'  or  schednle  is  of  less  than  three  pages).  New  tariffs  or 
schedules  shall  l)e  numbered  in  series  as  of  the  new  Public  Service 
Company.  Similar  notice  must  be  made  by  a receiver  or  receivers. 
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AMENDMENTS  AND  SUPPLEMENTS. 

8.  A change  in  or  addition  to  a tariff  or  schedule  shall  be  known 
as  an  amendment,  and  shall  be  shown  in  a supplement  to  same  and 
shall  refer  to  the  page  or  pages  or  item  or  items  of  the  previous 
tariff  or  schedule  or  supplement  thereof  which  it  amends.  A tariff 
or  schedule  of  less  than  three  pages  may  not  be  supplemented  or 
amended  but  must  be  reissued,  of  three  or  more  pages  may  be  supple- 
mented to  the  extent  of  not  more  than  fifty  per  centum  of  the  num- 
ber of  pages  in  the  tariff  or  schedule. 


NOTE. — Cii'cuhir  No.  6 is  a iotter  iiertainiiig  to  the  filing  of  tariffs  which  is 
superseded  by  General  Order  No.  8;  Circular  No.  7 is  the  report  of  IMessrs.  Price, 
Waterhouse  iV;  Company,  upon  the  cost  of  the  transportation  of  coal  to  Philadelphia 
from  the  Anthracite  region;  Circular  No.  8 is  a Digest  of  the  report  of  Messrs. 
Price,  Waterhouse  & Company  above  meutioned. 

CIECULAK  NO.  9-A. 


KULES  AND  REGULATIONS  PERTAINING  TO  GAS  SERVICE 


UTILITIES. 


NOTE. — Nothing  contained  in  these  Rules  shall  be  construed  as  relieving  any 
Utility  from  the  performance  of  any  of  its  legal  duties  to  the  public. 

By  order  of  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsyl- 
vania . 


PART  I.— GENERAL. 


Definition: 

The  term  “utility”  as  used  in  these  rules  includes  all  public  ser- 
vice companies,  corporations  and  person,  as  defined  in  The  Pub- 
lic Service  Company  Law,  engaged  in  the  production,  sale  or  dis- 
tribution of  gas  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission. 

/ Statutory: 

“It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  public  service  company  to  furnish 
and  maintain  such  service,  including  facilities,  as  shall  in  all  respects 
be  just,  reasonably  adequate,  and  practically  sufficient  for  the  ac- 
commodation and  safety  of  its  patrons,  employees,  and  the  public, 
and  in  conformity  with  such  reasonable  regulations  or  orders  as  may 
be  made  by  the  Commission.” 

II.  Pressure  Variation: 

Each  utility  furnishing  manufactured  gas  shall  maintain  at  the 
consumer’s  meter  outlet  a gas  pressure  of  not  less  than  one  and  one 
half  inches  nor  more  than  eight  inches  of  water  pressure;  and  within 
said  limits  the  daily  variation  of  pressure  at  the  outlet  of  any  one 
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meter  ou  the  system  shall  never  be  greater  than  one  hundred  (100%) 
I»er  cent,  of  the  minimum  pressure.  Each  utility  furnishing  natural 
gas  shall  maintain  at  the  consumer’s  meter  outlet  a gas  pressure  of 
not  less  than  one  and  one-half  inches,  nor  more  than  fourteen  inches 
of  water  pressure,  exce])t  when  greater  pressure  is  specifically  pro- 
vided in  tlie  contract  between  the  utility  and  the  consumer,  provided 
there  shall  be  no  unfair  and  unreasonable  discrimination  or  prefer- 
ence; and  within  the  said  limits  the  daily  variation  of  pressure  at 
the  outlet  of  any  one  meter  on  the  system  shall  never  exceed  four 
inches  of  water  pressure  above  or  below  tlie  normal  pressure  main- 
tained at  such  point  of  delivery,  unless  it  can  be  shown  to  the  Com- 
mission that  such  greater  variation  is  due  to  extraordinary  demand 
in  extreme  weather. 

Provided,  that  variations  in  pressure  caused  by  operation  of  con- 
sumer’s apparatus  iu  violation  of  contract  or  the  rules  of  the  utility, 
or  l)y  causes  entirely  beyond  the  conti’ol  of  the  utilty,  shall  not  be 
considered  a violation  of  this  rule. 

III.  Required  Heating  Value: 

Eacli  utility  furnishing  manufactured  gas  service  must  supply  gas 
which  when  tested  within  a one  mile  radius  from  the  point  of  manu- 
facture, shall  give  a monthly  average  of  not  less  than  570  British 
thermal  units  total  lieating  value  per  cubic  foot,  as  referred  to  stand- 
ard condition  of  tem}>erature  and  pi  essure,  except  gas  which  in  the 
o])inion  of  tlie  Commission,  is  iiroduced  as  a by-product  in  the  manu- 
facture of  coke,  whicli  gas  shall  give  a monthly  average  of  not  less 
than  550  British  thermal  units  per  cubic  foot.  The  minimum  heat- 
ing value  of  manufactured  gas  shall  never  fall  below  520  British 
thermal  units  except  for  bj^-product  coke  over  gas  as  indicated  above, 
which  shall  never  fall  below  500  British  thermal  units.  Manufactured 
gas  delivered  to  the  mains  under  pressures  above  5 pounds  per  square 
incli  shall  be  tested  for  heating  value  before  compression.  The 
minimum  heating  value  of  natural  gas  supplied  by  any  utility  shall 
uevei'  fall  below  800  British  thermal  units  per  cubic  foot,  as  referred 
to  .standard  condition  of  temperature  and  pressure. 

tv.  Sulphur  Requirements: 

In  no  case  shall  manufactured  gas  contain  more  than  30  grains  of 
total  sulphur  ]»er  100  cubic  feet. 

V . Service  Interruptions : 

Each  utility  shall  keep  a record  of  all  interruptions  to  service  on 
the  entire  system  or  any  portion  thereof  belonging  to  the  utility, 
which  record  shall  contain  the  time,  extent  and  duration  of  the 
interruption  and  shall  be  kept  as  specified  in  Rnle  IX. 
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VI  Comjilaint  Records: 

Each  utility  shall  keep  a record  of  all  written  complaints  received 
from  its  consumers  in  regard  to  service,  which  record  shall  show  the 
name  and  address  of  the  complainant,  the  date  and  nature  of  the 
complaint,  the  action  taken,  and  the  date  of  final  disposition  of  the 
matter.  This  record  shall  be  kept  as  specified  in  Eule  IX. 

VII.  Inspection  of  Equipment: 

Each  utility  shall  inspect  its  equipment  and  facilities,  including 
the  necessary  tests  for  water  and  leaks  in  its  lines,  in  accordance  with 
good  practice,  and  in  a manner  satisfactory  to  the  Commission,  and 
shall  maintain  as  specified  in  Eule  IX,  a complete  record  of  all  such 

O 

inspections  and  tests,  and  shall  file  with  the  Commission  a statement 
of  the  condition  of  its  equipment  and  facilities,  and  such  copies  of 
its  reports  of  inspections,  when  and  in  such  form  as  the  Commission 
may  require. 

VIII.  Accidents. 

Each  utility  shall  keep  a recbrd  of  and  shall  furnish  to  the  Investi- 
gator of  Accidents  for  the  Commission,  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
of  the  Commission,  reports  of  any  and  all  accidents  happening  in  or 
about  or  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  its  property,  facilities 
or  service,  wherein  any  person  shall  have  been  killed  or  injured, 
or  property  damaged  or  destroyed,  with  a full  statement  as  far  as  pos- 
sible of  the  causes  of  such  accidents,  and  the  precautions,  if  any, 
taken  as  prevention  against  future  accidents  of  similar  character. 

IX.  Records  and  Reports: 

x\ll  records  required  by  these  Eules  shall  be  kept  within  the  State 
at  an  office  or  offices  of  the  utility  located  in  the  territory  served 
by  it,  and  shall  be  open  for  examination  by  the  Commission  or  its 
representative.  Each  utility  shall  notify  the  Commission  of  the  of- 
fice or  offices  at  which  the  various  classes  of  records  are  kept  and 
shall  file  with  the  Commission,  such  reports  as  the  Commission  may 
from  time  to  time  require. 


PART  II.— METERS,  CALORIMETERS,  ETC. 

X.  Allowable  Error: 

No  gas  meter  shall  be  placed  in  service  nor  allowed  to  remain  in 
service,  which  shows  in  comparison  with  a standard  gas  prover,  an 
error  greater  than  two  (2%)  per  cent,  when  gas  at  the  standard 
test  rate  of  flow  is  passing  through  it. 
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XI.  Periodic  Tests: 

No  utility  furnishiiig  metered  gas  service  shall  allow  a gas  meter 
to  remain  in  service  foi-  a period  longer  than  live  years  withoiit  check- 
ing it  for  accuracy,  or  readjusting  it  if  found  to  be  incorrect  beyond 
the  limits  established  by  Rule  X.  Proportional  meters  shall  be  tested 
once  every  live  years  and  readjusted  if  necessary,  and  cleaned  by  a 
competent  man  at  least  once  each  three  months. 

XII.  Meter  Test  Records: 

Whenever  a gas  service  meter  is  tested,  the  original  test  record 
sliall  be  kept,  indicating  Ihe  information  necessary  for  identifying  the 
meter,  the  reason  for  making  the  test,  the  reading  of  the  meter  before 
being  disturbed,  and  the  accuracy  of  the  meter,  together  with  all  the 
data  taken  at  the  time  of  the  test.  This  record  must  be  sufficiently 
complete  to  permit  the  convenient  checking  of  the  methods  employed, 
and  the  calculations  made.  A record  shall  also  be  kept,  preferably 
numerically  arranged,  indicating  date  of  meter  purchase,  when  pur- 
chased after  July  1,  1014,  name  of  manufacturer,  its  size,  its  identifi- 
cation, its  various  jilaces  of  installation,  with  dates  of  installation 
and  removal,  and  the  dates  and  general  results  of  all  tests.  These 
records  shall  be  kept  as  specified  in  Rule  IX. 

XIII.  Installation  of  Meters: 

Each  gas  service  meter  installed  after  Jiil}'  1,  1914,  shall  have 
been  tested  for  accuracy  by  the  utility  within  one  year  previous 
10  its  installation.  It  shall  also  be  inspected  by  the  utility  for  proper 
connections,  mechanical  conditions,  and  suitability  of  location  within 
sixty  ( GO)  days  after  installation. 

A71^  I 'acuities  for  Testing: 

Each  utility  shall  provide  and  maintain  suitable  and  adequate 
facilities  for  testing  its  gas  service  meters,  in  each  case  to  be  satis- 
factory to  and  approved  by  the  Commission.  Each  utility  shall  pro- 
\ide  a suitable  meter  prover,  of  not  less  than  five  (5)  cubic  feet  ca- 
pacity, equii)ped  with  suitable  thermometers  and  other  necessary  ac- 
cessories, and  shall  maintain  the  same  in  proper  adjustment  to  regis- 
ter the  condition  of  the  meters  within  one-half  of  one  per  cent.  The 
accuracy  of  all  provers  will  be  established  from  time  to  time  by  a 
representative  of  the  Commission  at  a place  to  be  designated  by  it. 
After  January  1,  1915,  tests  made  with  an  uncertified  prover  will 
not  be  deemed  authoritative. 
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X V.  — Pressure  Surveys : 

Eacli  utility  shall  provide  itself  with  one  or  more  graphic  recording 
pressure  gauges,  and  shall  make  frecpient  measurements  of  the  gas 
pressure  and  pressure  variation  throughout  its  system.  Charts  from 
these  gauges  showing  the  pressure  variations  shall  be  kept  for  at  least 
two  years  as  specified  in  Eule  IX.  The  accuracy  of  all  pressure 
gauges  will  be  established  from  time  to  time  by  a representative  of 
the  Commission  at  a place  to  be  designated  by  it.  After  January  1, 
1!)15,  tests  made  with  an  uncertified  pressure  gauge  will  not  be 
deemed  authoritative. 

XVI.  Carlorimeter  Tests: 

Each  utility"  whose  gas  out])ut  exceeds  twenty-million  cubic  feet 
per  year  shall  equip  itself  with  a complete  standard  calorimeter 
outfit  approved  by  the  Commission,  by  which  it  shall  determine  the 
heat  value  of  manufactured  gas  at  least  three  days  each  week,  and  of 
natural  gas  at  least  thiee  times  per  year.  A complete  record  of 
all  these  tests  shall  be  kept  as  specified  in  Eule  IX.  The  accuracy  of 
all  calorimeters  will  be  established  from  time  to  time  by  a representa- 
tive of  the  Commission  at  a ])lace  to  be  designated  by  it.  After  Jan- 
uarj^  1,  1915,  tests  made  with  an  uncertified  calorimeter  will  not  be 
deemed  authoritative. 

XVII.  Meters  in  Service  without  Test  Records: 

All  gas  meters  in  service  on  and  after  July  1,  1914,  for  which 
there  is  no  record  test  within  five  years,  must  be  tested  as  soon 
thereafter  as  circumstances  will  permit,  and  in  all  ca.ses  within  three 
years  from  July  1,  1914. 

XVIII.  Request  Tests: 

Each  utility  shall  upon  the  written  request  of  a consumer,  and  if  he 
so  desires,  in  his  presence  or  that  of  his  authorized  representative, 
make  a test  of  the  accuracy  of  his  meter.  Wlien  a consumer  desires, 
either  personally  or  through  a representative,  to  witness  the  testing  of 
a meter,  he  may  require  the  meter  to  be  sealed  in  his  presence  before 
removal,  which  seal  shall  not  be  broken  until  the  test  is  made  in  liis 
presence.  If  the  meter  so  tested  shall  be  found  to  be  accurate  within 
the  limits  specified  in  Eule  X,  a fee  determined  from  the  schedule 
indicated  below,  shall  be  paid  to  the  utility  by  the  consumer  re- 
quiring such  test;  but  if  not  so  found,  then  the  cost  thereof  shall 
be  borne  by  the  utility  furnishing  the  service.  When  making  such 
request,  the  consumer  shall  agree  to  the  basis  of  payment  herein 
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specified.  A report  of  such  test  shall  be  made  to  the  consumer,  and 
a complete  record  of  such  test  shall  be  kept  on  file  as  specified  in  Eule 
IX. 

The  amount  of  the  fee  to  be  charged  by  the  utility  for  testing 
lueters  upon  wi-itten  complaint  of  consumers,  shall  be  determined  by 
the  manufacturers’  designated  rating,  as  follows: 

Positive  Meters. 


Meters  of  lO-Lt.  capacity  or  under,  or  having  a rated  capacity 

of  200  cubic  feet  per  hour  or  under, $2.00 

Meters  of  over  10-Lt.  capacity  and  not  exceeding  30-Lt.  capac- 
ity, or  having  a rated  capacity  exceeding  200  cubic  feet 
per  hour,  and  not  exceeding  600  cubic  feet  per  hour, 4.00 

Meters  of  over  30-Lt.  caj>acity  and  not  exceeding  80-Lt.  capac- 
ity, or  having  a rated  capacity  exceeding  600  cubic  feet 
per  hour,  and  not  exceeding  1,500  cubic  feet  per  hour,  ....  6.00 

Meters  of  over  SO-Lt.  capacity,  or  having  a rated  capacity  ex- 
ceeding 1,500  cubic  feet  per  hour,  10.00 

Proportional  Meters. 

All  Proportional  Meters  not  exceeding  15,000  cubic  feet  per 
hour  rated  capacity,  15.00 

All  Proportional  Meters  of  over  15,000  cubic  feet  and  not  ex- 
ceeding 30,000  cubic  feet  per  hour,  20.00 

.‘Vll  l*roi)ortional  Meters  of  over  30,000  cubic  feet  and  not 
exceeding  50,000  cubic  feet  per  hour  rated  capacity,  ....  30.00 

All  Proportional  Meters  of  over  50,000  cubic  feet  and  not  ex- 
ceeding 100,000  cubic  feet  per  hour  rated  capacity,  ....  40.00 

All  l*roportional  Meters  of  over  100,00  cubic  feet  per  hour 
rated  capacity,  50.00 


Bates  for  testing  meters  not  included  in  the  above  classification, 
or  which  are  so  located  that  the  cost  is  out  of  proportion  to  the  fee 
sj)ecified,  will  be  furnished  by  the  Commission  upon  receipt  of  com- 
plete specifications. 

JIX.  Refunds: 

If  a meter  be  found  to  be  fast  at  any  te.st  by  more  than  two  (2%) 
per  cent.,  an  allowance  or  refund  shall  be  made  to  the  consumer  by 
the  utility,  equal  to  all  the  excess  charged  the  consumer,  figured  back 
from  the  date  of  test  through  the  entire  period  of  the  current  bill, 
unless  it  can  be  shown  that  the  error  is  due  to  an  accident  or  other 
cause  the  exact  date  of  which  can  be  determined,  in  which  case  it  shall 
be  figured  back  to  such  time. 
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CIRCULAE  NO.  10-A. 


RULES  AND  REGUL.\TrONS  PERTAINING  TO  ELECTRIC 

UTILITIES. 


NOTE. — Nothing  contained  in  these  Rules  shall  be  construed  a srelieving  any 
Utility  from  the  performance  of  any  of  its  legal  duties  to  the  public. 

By  order  of  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsyl- 
vania . 


PART  I.— GENERAL. 


Definition: 

The  term  “utility”  as  used  in  these  rules  includes  all  public  ser- 
vice companies,  corporations  and  persons,  as  defined  in  The  Pub- 
lic Service  Company  Law,  engaged  in  the  production,  sale  or  dis- 
tribution of  electricity  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission. 

/.  Statutory: 

“It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  public  service  company  to  furnish 
and  maintain  such  service,  including  facilities,  as  shall  in  all  re- 
spects be  just,  reasonably  adequate,  and  practically  sufficient  for 
the  accommodation  and  safety  of  its  patrons,  employees,  and  the  pub- 
lic, and  in  conformity  with  such  reasonable  regulations  or  orders 
as  may  be  made  by  the  Commission.” 

II.  Voltage  Variation: 

Each  utility  supplying  electrical  energy  from  a constant  voltage 
system,  shall  adopt  standard  service  voltages  for  such  system,  the 
suitability  and  adequacy  of  which  voltages  may  be  determined  at 
any  time  by  the  Commission,  and  every  reasonable  eft'ort  shall  be 
made  to  maintain  such  voltage  practically  constant  at  all  times  dur- 
ing which  service  is  supplied.  For  service  rendered  under  a light- 
ing contract,  or  primarily  for  lighting  piirposes,  the  variations  of 
\oltage  as  measured  at  the  service  terminals  shall  not  exceed  five 
(5%)  per  cent,  plus  or  minus,  of  the  standard  service  voltage  for 
that  locality,  for  a longer  period  than  one  minute  at  each  instance, 
at  any  time  during  which  service  is  supplied.  For  service  rendered 
under  a power  contract,  or  primarily  for  power  purposes,  voltage 
variations  as  measured  at  the  service  terminals  shall  not  exceed  ten 
(10%)  per  cent.,  plus  or  minus,  of  the  standard  service  voltage  for 
that  locality  for  a longer  period  than  one  minute  at  each  in- 
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stance;  Provided,  First,  That  this  limit  of  ten  (10%)  per  cent., 
shall  not  apply  to  power  supplied  from  direct  current  trolley  wires; 
and.  Second,  That  a utility  may,  if  satisfactory  to  and  approved  by 
the  Commission,  furnish  service  under  conditions  of  greater  voltage 
\ariations,  (a)  upon  filing  with  the  Commission  a copj^  of  all  exist- 
ing contracts  containing  a provision  for  service  with  such  greater 
variation  of  voltage,  or,  (b)  upon  tiling  with  the  Commission  a 
copy  of  all  existing  contracts  which  do  not  contain  a provision  for 
such  greater  variations  in  voltage,  together  with  a statement  in 
each  case  of  the  variations  in  voltage  existing  in  the  service  rendered 
under  each  said  contract,  and  (c)  upon  filing  with  the  Commission 
a copy  of  all  contracts  made  hereafter  which  contemplate  service 
under  conditions  of  greater  voltage  variations,  and  which  shall  in 
each  case  henceforth  contain  a clause  stating  the  probable  variations 
in  voltage  that  will  occur  in  the  service  rendered  under  said  con- 
tract : And  provided,  further,  that  such  greater  variations  in  the 

voltage  shall  not  result  in  unreasonable  discrimination  in  favor  of 
or'  agaiirst  any  consumer.  Variations  of  voltage  in  excess  of  those 
specified  above,  caused  by  the  operations  of  the  consumer  in  violation 
of  his  contract  (*r  the  rules  of  the  utility,  or  from  causes  beyond  the 
control  of  the  utilitv%  shall  not  be  considered  a violation  of  this  rule. 

III.  Record  of  Station  Voltage: 

Each  utility  shall  keep  in  continnous  operation  at  least  one 
gra])hic  recording  voltmeter  in  each  generating  station.  Each 
utility  shall  also  jilace  and  connect  additional  graphic  recording  volt- 
meters at  such  xdaces  and  for  such  j)eriods  of  time  as  the  Commis- 
sion may  from  time  to  time  require.  All  records  from  such  meters 
shall  be  kept  on  file  as  specified  in  Itule  X. 

TV.  Standard  Frequency: 

Each  utility  supplying  alternating  current  shall  adopt  a standard 
frequencjqthe  suitabilitj^  of  which  inav"  be  determined  by  the  Com- 
mission, and  shall  maintain  this  frequency  within  five  (5%)  per 
cent,  plus  or  minus,  of  standard,  at  all  times  during  which  service 
is  supplied;  Provided,  That  momentary  variations  of  frequency  of 
more  than  five  (5%)  per  cent,  which  are  clearly  due  to  no  lack  of 
jiroper  equipment  or  reasonable  care  on  the  part  of  the  utility,  shall 
not  be  considered  a violation  of  tliis  rule. 

T'.  Records  of  Load  and  Interruptions: 

Each  utility  shall  keep  a record  of  the  time  of  starting  and  dis- 
connecting all  .street  lighting  circuits;  of  the  readings  of  such  instru- 
ments at  each  generating  station,  and  at  such  intervals  as  are  neces- 
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sary  to  determine  the  characteristics  of  the  load;  and  of  all  inter- 
ruptions to  service  affecting  the  hushars,  feeders,  or  distributing 
mains,  which  record  shall  show  the  time,  duration,  extent,  and  the 
cause  when  known,  of  the  interruption.  An  interruption  is  here  de- 
li ned  for  the  puri)ose  of  record  only,  as  the  interval  of  time  during 
vhich  the  voltage  falls  below  fifty  (50%)  per  cent,  of  standard  vol 
age.  All  such  records  shall  be  kept  as  specified  in  Eule  X,  for  at 
least  two  years. 

VI.  Complaint  Records: 

Each  utility  shall  keep  a record  of  all  written  complaints  received 
from  its  consumers  in  regard  to  service,  which  record  shall  show 
the  name  and  address  of  the  complainant,  the  date  and  nature  of 
the  complaint,  the  action  taken,  and  the  date  of  final  disposition  of 
the  matter.  These  records  shall  be  kept  as  specified  in  Eule  X. 

VII.  Maintenance  and  Inspection: 

Each  utility  shall  maintain  its  equipment  and  facilities,  and  shall 
make  periodic  inspection  of  the  same,  all  in  accordance  with  good 
practice,  and  in  a manner  .satisfactory  to  the  Commi.ssion.  Each 
utility  shall  also  keep  a complete  record  of  all  such  inspections,  as 
specified  in  Eule  X,  and  shall  file  with  the  Commission  a statement  of 
The  condition  of  its  equipment  and  facilities,  and  such  copies  of  its 
reports  of  insj)ections,  wlien  aiid  in  such  form  as  the  Commission  may 
require. 

VIII.  Defective  Apparatus: 

Whenever  anj'  equipment  or  facilities,  the  failure  of  which  would 
involve  life  hazard,  are  removed  from  service  for  any  reason,  they 
must  be  thoroughly  inspected  and  tested  before  being  again  placed 
in  service,  and  no  equipment  or  facilities  shall  he  placed  in  service 
or  continued  in  .service,  which  have  for  any  reason  become  dangerous, 
or  liable  to  cause  injury  to  persons  or  damage  to  property. 

IX.  Accidents: 

Each  utility  .shall  keej)  a record  of  and  shall  furnish  to  the  Investi- 
gator of  Accidents  for  the  Commi.ssion,  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
of  the  Commission,  reports  of  any  and  all  accidents  happening  in  or 
about  or  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  its  property,  facilities 
or  service,  wherein  an}-  person  shall  have  been  killed  or  injured,  or 
property  damaged  or  destroyed,  with  a full  statement  as  far  as  pos- 
sible of  the  causes  of  such  accidents,  and  the  precautions,  if  any, 
taken  as  prevention  against  future  accidents  of  similar  character. 
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A'.  Records  and  Reports. 

All  records  required  by  these  Eules  shall  be  kept  within  the  State, 
at  an  office  or  offices  of  the  utility  located  in  the  territory  served 
by  it,  and  shall  be  open  for  examination  by  the  Commission  or  its  rep- 
resentative. Each  utility  shall  notify  the  Commisison  of  the  office 
or  offices  at  which  the  various  classes  of  records  are  kept,  aud  shall 
file  with  the  Commission  such  reports  as  the  Commission  may  from 
time  to  time  require. 


PART  II.— METERS. 


A7.  Allowable  Error: 

Eo  watt-hour  meter  shall  be  placed  in  service  nor  allowed  to  re- 
main in  service,  which  registers  at  no  load  when  the  applied  voltage 
is  less  than  one  hundred  aud  ten  (110%)  per  cent,  of  standard  ser- 
vice voltage,  nor  which  is  in  any  way  mechanically  defective,  nor 
which  has  incorrect  constants,  nor  an  error  in  measurement  in  ex- 
cess of  four  (4%)  per  cent. 

XII.  Method  of  Deteroiining  the  Error: 

The  error  of  a service  watt-hour  meter  shall  be  determined  as  fol- 
lows: The  error  at  light  load — here  detiued  as  not  less  than  five  (5%) 
per  cent,  nor  more  than  ten  (10%)  per  cent,  of  rated  capacity  for  in-  , 
duction  type  meters,  and  not  less  than  ten  (10%)  per  cent,  nor  more 
than  fifteen  (15%)  per  cent,  of  rated  capacity  for  commutator  type 
and  mercury  type  meters — ^shall  be  determined  by  taking  the  average 
of  at  least  two  errors,  determined  from  as  many  separate  readings  of 
the  same  light  load,  which  errors  must  agree  with  each  other 
within  one-half  (i%)  per  cent,  of  registration  accuracy.  In  the 
same  manner  the  error  at  heavy  load — here  defined  as  not  less  than 
seventy-five  (75%)  per  cent,  nor  more  than  one  hundred  (100%) 
per  cent,  of  rated  capacity — shall  be  determined. 

The  error  of  the  meter  shall  then  be  determined  by  taking  the 
average  of  the  error  at  light  load  and  the  error  at  heavy  load,  propei* 
account  being  taken  of  the  sign  of  tliese  two  errors:  Provided,  That 
where,  the  consumer’s  connected  load  does  not  equal  seventy-five 
(75%)  per  cent,  of  the  rated  capacity  of  the  meter,  the  full  connected 
load  may  be  considered  as  heavy  load  for  purposes  of  test. 

In  all  cases  where  it  is  not  practicable  to  determine  the  error  by 
the  method  outlined  above,  the  utility  shall  have  the  option  of  in- 
stalling an  approved  check  meter  or  meters,  and  determining  the 
error  of  the  service  meter  by  comparing  the  watt-hours  registered  by 
the  check  meter  with  the  watt-hour  registered  by  the  service  meter 
in  the  same  time.  When  this  option  is  exercised,  the  check  meter 
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shall  be  left  in  circuit  until  the  hand  on  the  first  dial  of  the  service 
meter  shall  have  made  at  least  two  complete  revolutions.  If  a 
utility  desires  to  use  “per  cent,  registration”  or  “accuracy,”  in  place 
of  “per  cent,  error,”  the  per  cent,  registration  shall  be  determined 
in  the  same  manner  as  provided  above  for  determining  per  cent,  error. 

XIII.  Meter  Record: 

Each  utility  shall  maintain  a record  of  all  its  service  watt-hour 
meters,  which  record  shall  show  the  name  of  the  manufacturer,  the 
lype,  the  rating,  the  date  of  purchase  when  purchased  after  July  1st, 
1914,  the  date  and  location  of  all  installations  in  service  and  the  re- 
movals therefrom,  the  date  of  all  tests  and  the  reasons  therefor,  and 
the  error  “as  found”  and  “as  left.”  This  record  shall  be  kept  as 
specified  in  Eule  X,  and  shall  be  complete  and  up  to  date  within 
three  yeais  subsequent  to  July  1st,  1914. 

XIV.  Test  Previous  to  InstaUation: 

Each  watt-hour  meter  installed  after  July  1st,  1914,  shall  have 
been  tested  for  accnracy  by  the  ntility  within  ninety  (90)  days  pre- 
vious to  its  installation,  or  shall  be  so  tested  within  sixty  (60)  days 
thereafter.  It  shall  also  be  inspected  by  the  utility  for  proper  con- 
nection, mechanical  condition,  and  suitability  of  location  withni 
sixty  (60)  days  after  the  installation. 

XV.  Facilities  for  Testing: 

Each  utility  shall  provide  for  and  have  available,  suitable  and 
adequate  facilities  for  testing  its  watt-hour  meters,  in  each  case  to 
be  satisfactory  to  and  approved  by  the  Commission.  These  facilities 
shall,  in  general,  include  a test  bench  free  from  unnecessary  en- 
cumbrances, one  or  more  portable  rotating  standard  watt-hour  me- 
ters, a suitable  check  meter  or  meters  mounted  on  the  test  bench,  and 
such  other  necessary  equipment  as  the  Commission  may  require.  The 
check  meter  shall  be  the  reference  standard  for  the  utility,  and  shall 
he  periodically  tested  for  accuracy,  and  adjusted  when  necessary  by 
a representative  of  the  Commission,  and  at  such  place  as  the  Commis- 
sion may  direct.  Immediately  after  making  final  adjustment,  the 
tester  shall  seal  and  date  lag  the  meter,  and  shall  furnish  the  utility 
with  a correction  curve  properly  dated  and  signed. 

The  portable  rotating  standard  shall  also  be  tested  and  adjusted 
periodically  by  a representative  of  the  Commission,  and  at  such 
f)lace  as  the  Commission  may  direct.  The  tester  shall  furnish  the 
utility  with  a correction  curve  properly  dated  and  signed.  During 
the  interval  between  tests  by  the  Commission,  the  portable  standard 
shall  be  compared  with  the  check  meter  at  least  once  each  week  for 
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coinmulatiiig  types,  and  at  least  once  every  two  weeks  for  induction 
types,  during  the  time  the  portable  meter  is  in  service,  and  the 
calibration  thns  obtained  sliall  be  used  in  determining  the  error  of 
tlie  service  meters.  A complete  record  of  these  check-tests  shall  be 
l;ept  for  at  least  two  years,  as  specified  in  Eule  X.  This  record  shall 
show  the  condition  and  accuracy  of  the  rotating  standard  “as  found” 
and  “as  left;”  all  in  such  form  and  such  detail  as  to  permit  of  con- 
venient checking  of  the  method  and  results. 

All  correction  curves  furnished  by  the  Commission  shall  be  kept 
with  the  meter  until  superseded.  After  January  1,  1915,  tests  made 
witli  uncertified  facilities  will  not  be  deemed  authoritative. 

XVI.  Frequency  of  Periodic  Tests: 

Each  utility  sliall  make  periodic  tests  of  all  its  watt-hour  meters  in 
service,  in  accordance  with  the  following  schedule: 

(a)  Two  and  three  wire  commutating  type  and  mercury  type 

meters,  up  to  and  including  fifty  (50)  amperes  rated 
capacity  of  meter  element,  shall  be  tested  at  least  once 
every  eighteen  (18)  months. 

(b)  Two  and  three  wire  commutating  type  and  mercury  type 

meters  of  over  fifty  (50)  amperes  rated  capacity  of 
meter  element,  shall  be  tested  at  least  once  every 
twelve  (12)  months. 

(c)  Two  and  three  wire  single  phase  induction  type  meters, 

nj)  to  and  including  twenty-five  (25)  amperes  rated 
capacity  of  meter  element,  and  manufactured  prior  to 
January  1st,  1007,  shall  be  tested  at  least  once  every 
thirty  (.80)  months.  iMeters  of  the  same  type  and  rat- 
ing manufactured  since  January  1st,  1907,  shall  be 
tested  at  least  once  every  thirty-six  (86)  months. 

(d)  Two  and  three  wire  single  phase  induction  type  meters 

of  over  twenty-five  (25)  amperes  rated  capacity  of 
meter  element,  shall  be  tested  at  least  once  every 
twenty-four  (24)  months. 

(e)  Self  contained  polyphase  meters  up  to  and  including 

fifty  (50)  k.  w.  rated  capacity,  shall  be  tested  at  least 
once  every  eighteen  (18)  months. 

(f)  Self  contained  polyphase  meters  of  over  fifty  (50)  k.  w. 

rated  capacity,  shall  be  tested  at  least  once  every  twelve 
(12)  months. 

(g)  Polyphase  meters  connected  through  current  transform- 

ers, or  current  and  potential  transformers,  to  circuits 
npto  and  including  fifty  (50)  k.  w.  rated  capacity, 
shall  be  tested  at  least  once  every  twenty-four  (24) 
months. 

(hi  Polyjthase  meters  connected  through  current  transform- 
ers, or  current  and  potential  transformers,  to  circuits 
of  over  fifty  (50)  k.  w.  rated  capacity,  shall  be  tested 
at  least  once  every  eighteen  (18)  months. 
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Wlienever  the  iiiiinber  of  meters  of  aiij^  type  which  register  in  error 
bej'ond  the  limits  specified  in  Rule  XI,  is  deemed  by  tlie  Commission 
to  be  execessive,  then  this  ti’pe  shall  be  tested  with  snch  additional 
frequency  as  the  Commission  may  direct. 

XVII.  d/efcr.S‘  in  Service  Without  Test  Records: 

All  watt-honr  meters  in  service  on  and  after  July  1,  1914,  for 
which  there  is  no  record  of  test  witliin  the  time  equal  to  the  period 
of  test  for  that  class  and  rating  of  meter  as  specified  in  Rule  XVI. 
sliall  be  tested  as  soon  thereafter  as  circumstances  will  permit.  In 
no  case  shall  the  time  sid)seqnent  to  July  1,  1914,  exceed  the  length 
of  time  of  the  period  of  test  for  meters  of  that  class  and  rating  as 
specified  in  Rule  XVI. 

X VI  IT.  Reqii est  Tests : 

Each  utility  shall  upon  the  written  request  of  a consumer,  and 
if  he  so  desires,  in  his  i)ieseuce  or  that  of  his  authorized  representa- 
tive, make  a test  of  the  accuracy  of  his  meter.  When  a consumer  de- 
sires, either  personal!}'  or  by  a representative,  to  witness  the  testing 
of  a meter,  he  may  require  the  seal  of  the  meter  to  be  broken  only  in 
his  presence  or  that  of  his  representative.  If  the  meter  so  tested  shall 
be  found  to  be  accurate  within  the  limits  specified  in  Rule  XI,  a fee 
determined  from  the  schedule  indicated  below,  shall  be  paid  to  the 
utility  by  the  consumer  requiring  sucii  test  ; but  if  not  so  found, 
then  the  cost  thereof  shall  be  borne  by  the  utility  furnishing  the 
service.  When  making  such  request,  the  comsumer  shall  agree  to 
the  basis  of  payment  herein  specified.  A report  of  such  test  shall 
be  made  to  the  consumer,  and  a complete  record  of  such  test  shall 
be  kept  on  file  as  specified  in  Rule  X. 

Schedule  of  Fees  For  Testing  Watt-Hour  Meters. 

(a)  For  direct  current  and  .single  phase  meters  operat- 
ing on  GOO  volts  or  less,  up  to  and  including 
twenty-five  (2.5)  amperes  rated  capacity  of  the 


meter  element,  |1.50 

(b)  For  each  additional  fifty,  (50)  amperes  or  fraction 

thereof,  .50 

(c)  For  single  phase  meters  above  600  volts,  and  for 

poly])liase  meters  with  or  without  instrument 
transformers,  up  to  and  including  twenty-five 
(25)  k.  w.  rated  capacity  of  the  circuit, $2.50 
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(d)  For  each  additional  twenty-five  (25)  k.  w.  rated 

capacity,  or  fraction  thereof,  |2.60 

Kates  for  meters  not  included  in  the  above  classi- 
fication, or  so  located  that  the  cost  is  out  of  pro- 
portion to  the  fee  specified,  will  be  furnished  by 
the  Commission  upon  receipt  of  complete  speci- 
fications. 

XIX.  Power  Factor  Adjustment: 

All  alternating  current  watt-hour  meters  which  are  provided  with 
n power  factor  conipeusation,  should  be  tested  and  adjusted  for  cor- 
rect registration  within  two  (2%)  per  cent,  plus  or  minus,  at  one 
hundred  (100%)  per  cent,  power  factor,  and  within  four  (4%)  per 
cent,  at  zero  or  fifty  (50%)  per  cent,  power  factor  (lagging)  before 
installation.  All  alternating  current  watt-hour  meters  in  service 
which  have  not  been  so  tested  and  adjusted  before  installation,  and 
which  are  connected  to  circuits  supplying  other  than  non-inductive 
power  factor,  and  at  zero  or  fifty  (50%)  per  cent,  lagging  power 
load,  shall  be  tested  for  accuracy  at  one  hundred  (100%)  per  cent, 
factor.  In  all  cases  where  it  is  not  practicable  to  determine  the 
error  of  the  meter  at  the.se  power  factors,  the  utility  shall  have  the 
option  of  installing  an  approved  check  meter,  and  determining  the 
error  as  provided  in  the  last  paragraph  of  Rule  XII. 

A'A'.  Place  of  Making  Tests: 

All  tests  provided  for  in  Rules  XIV,  XVI  and  XVIII,  and  except 
tliose  made  previous  to  installation  as  provided  for  in  Rule  XIV,  shall 
be  made  in  the  place  of  permanent  location  on  the  consumer’s  prem- 
ises, with  approved  equipment  and  under  local  conditions. 

XXI  Watt-Honr  Meter  Tests  Without  Accessories: 

In  all  cases  where  a service  wmtt-hour  meter  is  connected  to  the 
line  through  shunts,  multipliers,  or  instrument  transformers,  the 
test  may  be  made  on  the  meter  as  a self  contained  unit,  and  the  ratio 
of  the  accessories  used  to  determine  the  error  of  the  meter,  provided 
that  the  certificates  of  the  accessories  bear  a date  within  five  years, 
and  are  satisfactory  to  the  Commission. 

XXII.  Adjustment  After  Test: 

All  service  watt-hour  meters  shall  be  so  adjusted  after  test  that 
the  error  of  the  meter  as  defined  in  Rule  XII  shall  not  exceed  two 
(2%)  per  cent.  Neither  shall  the  error  at  light  load  exceed  four 
(4%)  per  cent.,  nor  the  error  at  heavy  load  exceed  two  (2%)  per 
cent. 
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XXIII.  Change  of  Frequency: 

II  a utility  shall  change  its  standard  of  frequency,  it  shall  give  rea- 
sonable notice  to  all  its  consumers,  and  shall  make  tests  and  shall 
readjust  all  watt-hour  meters  as  soon  thereafter  as  practicable,  and 
shall  refund  to  the  consumer  all  the  excess  charges  which  have  been 
collected  from  him  by  reason  of  the  change  of  frequency. 

XXIV.  Refund  for  Overcharge: 

If  a meter  be  found  to  be  fast  by  more  than  four  (4%)  per  cent., 
as  defined  in  Kule  XI I at  any  test,  an  allowance  or  refund  shall  be 
made  to  the  consumer  by  the  utility,  equal  to  all  the  excess  charged 
the  consumer,  figured  back  from  the  date  of  test  through  the  entire 
period  of  the  current  bill,  unless  it  can  be  shown  that  the  error  is 
due  to  an  accident  or  other  cause,  the  exact  time  of  which  is  known, 
in  which  case  it  shall  be  figured  back  to  such  time. 


CIKCULAR  NO.  11-A. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS  PERTAINING  TO  HEATING 

UTILITIES. 


Note: — Nothing  contained  in  these  Rules  shall  be  construed  as  relieving  any 
Utility  from  the  performance  of  any  of  its  legal  duties  to  the  public.  By  Order  of 
The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania. 


PART  I.— GENERAL. 


Definition: 

The  term  “utility”  as  used  in  these  rules  includes  all  public  ser- 
vice companies,  corporations  and  persons,  as  defined  in  The  Pub- 
lic Service  Company  Law,  engaged  in  the  production,  sale  or  dis- 
tribution of  heat  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission. 

I.  Statutory: 

“It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  public  service  company  to  furnish 
and  maintain  such  service,  including  facilities,  as  shall  in  all  respects 
be  just,  reasonably  adequate,  and  practically  sufficient  for  the  ac- 
commodation and  safety  of  its  patrons,  employees,  and  the  public, 
and  in  conformity  with  such  reasonable  regulations  or  orders  as  may 
be  made  by  the  Commission.” 
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//.  Service  Interruptions: 

Kacli  utilit}"  shall  keep  a record  of  all  interruptions  to  service  on 
the  entire  system  or  any  portion  thereof,  belonging  to  the  utility, 
which  record  shall  contain  the  time,  cause,  extent  and  duration  of  the 
interruption,  and  shall  be  ke])t  as  specilied  in  Eule  VI. 

Jlf.  Complaint  Record: 

I'lach  utility  shall  keep  a record  of  all  written  complaints  received 
tiom  its  consumers  in  regard  to  service,  which  record  shall  show  the 
name  and  address  of  the  complainant,  the  date  and  nature  of  the  com- 
plaint, the  action  taken,  and  the  date  of  linal  disposition  of  the  mat- 
ter. This  record  shall  be  kept  as  specified  in  Eule  VI. 

IV.  Ins pection  of  Eq u iprnent : 

Each  utility  shall  inspect  its  e(piipment  and  facilities,  in  accord- 
ance with  good  practice,  and  in  a manner  satisfactory  to  the  Com- 
mission, and  shall  maintain  a complete  record  of  all  such  inspections 
and  tests  as  specified  in  Eule  VI. 

y.  Accidents: 

Each  utilit}'  shall  keep  a record  of  and  shall  furnish  to  the  In- 
lestigator  of  Accidents  for  the  Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
lilies  of  the  Commission,  reports  of  any  and  all  accidents  happening 
in  or  about  or  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  its  property,  facili- 
ties or  service,  wherein  an}’^  person  shall  have  been  killed  or  in- 
jured, or  property  damaged  or  destroyed,  with  a full  statement  as 
far  as  possible  of  the  causes  of  such  accidents,  and  the  precautions, 
y anj’,  taken  as  prevention  against  future  accidents  of  similar  char- 
acter. 

VI.  Records  and  Reports: 

All  records  required  by  these  Eules  shall  be  kept  within  the  State, 
at  any  office  or  offices  of  the  utility  located  in  the  territory  served 
by  it,  and  shall  be  open  for  examination  by  the  Commission  or  its 
lepi'esentative.  Each  utility  shall  notify  the  Commission  of  the 
office  or  offices  at  which  the  various  classes  of  records  are  kept,  and 
shall  lile  with  the  Commission  such  reports  as  the  Commission  may 
fioiii  time  to  time  require. 

PART  II.— METERS. 


1/7.  Alloicalle  Error: 

No  condensation  meter  or  hot  water  meter  shall  be  placed  in  ser- 
vice nor  allowed  to  remain  in  service,  which  has  an  error  in  regis- 
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tratiou  of  more  than  four  (4%)  per  cent,  when  the  water  at  its  aver- 
age temperature  and  standard  test  rate  of  flow  is  passing  through  the 
meter. 

^ III.  Periodic  Tests: 

Xo  utility  furnishing  metered  heating  service  shall  allow  a con- 
densation meter  to  remain  in  service  for  a period  longer  than  two 
years,  or  hot  water  meter  to  remain  in  service  for  a period  longer  than 
lour  years,  without  checking  it  for  accuracy  and  readjusting  it  if 
found  to  be  incorrect  beyond  the  limits  established  by  Rule  VII. 

IX.  Meter  Test  Records: 

Whenever  a heating  service  meter  is  tested,  the  original  test  record 
shall  be  kept  as  specified  in  Rule  VI.  This  record  shall  indicate  the 
information  necessary  for  identifying  the  meter,  the  reason  for  mak- 
ing the  test,  the  reading  of  the  meter  before  being  disturbed,  and  the 
accuracy  of  the  meter,  together  with  all  data  taken  at  the  time  of 
the  test.  This  record  must  he  sufficiently  complete  to  permit  the 
convenient  checking  of  the  methods  employed  and  the  calculations 
made.  A record  shall  also  be  kept,  preferably  numerically  arranged, 
indicating  date  of  meter  purchase,  when  purchased  after  July  1st, 
1914:,  name  of  manufacturer,  its  size,  its  identification,  its  various 
places  of  installation,  with  dates  of  installation  and  removal,  and 
the  dates  and  general  results  of  all  tests. 

X.  Installation  of  Meters: 

Each  heating  service  meter  installed  after  July  1st,  1914,  shall 
have  been  tested  for  accuracy  by  the  utility  within  one  year  previous 
to  its  installation.  It  shall  also  be  inspected  by  the  utility  for  proper 
connections,  mechanical  conditions,  and  suitahility  of  location  within 
sixty  (60j  days  after  installation. 

XL  Facilities  for  Testing: 

Each  utility  shall  provide  and  maintain  suitable  and  adequate  fa- 
cilities for  testing  its  heating  service  meters,  in  each  case  to  be  satis- 
factory to  and  approved  by  the  Commission.  Each  utility  shall  own 
a complete  meter  testing  equipment  of  a form  approved  by  the  Com- 
mission. The  accuracy  of  this  testing  equipment  shall  be  established 
from  time  to  time  by  a representative  of  the  Commission  at  a place 
to  be  designated  by  it.  After  January  1,  1915,  tests  made  with  un- 
certified equipment  will  not  he  deemed  authoritative. 
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XIJ.  Meters  in  t^ervice  without  Test  Records: 

All  condensation  meters  in  service  on  and  after  July  1st,  1914, 
lor  wbicli  there  is  no  record  of  test  within  two  years,  must  be  tested 
as  soon  tliereafter  as  circumstances  will  permit,  and  in  all  cases 
within  twelve  months  from  July  1st,  1914.  All  hot  water  meters  in 
service  on  and  after  Julj'  1st,  1914,  for  which  there  is  no  record  of 
test  within  foUr  years,  shall  be  tested  as  soon  thereafter  as  circum- 
stances will  permit,  and  in  all  cases  within  twelve  months  from  July 
1st,  1914. 

Mill.  Request  Tests: 

Each  utility  shall  upon  the  written  request  of  a consumer,  and  if  he 
.so  desires,  in  his  presence  or  that  of  his  authorized  representative, 
make  a test  of  the  accui'acy  of  his  meter.  When  a consumer  desires, 
either  })ei.sonally  or  through  a representative,  to  witness  the  testing  of 
i'  meter,  he  may  recpiire  the  meter  to  he  sealed  in  his  presence  before 
removal,  Avhich  seal  shall  not  be  broken  until  the  test  is  made  in  his 
presence.  If  the  meter  so  tested  shall  be  found  to  be  accurate  within 
the  limits  specified  in  Kule  VIT,  a fee  determined  from  the  schedule 
indicated  below  shall  he  paid  to  tire  utility  by  the  consumer  requiring 
such  test;  but  if  not  so  found,  then  the  cost  thereof  shall  be  borne 
by  the  utility  furnishing  the  service.  When  making  such  request 
ilie  consumer  .shall  agree  to  the  basis  of  payment  herein  specified. 
A report  of  such  test  .shall  be  made  to  the  consumer,  and  a complete 
record  of  such  test  shall  he  kept  as  specified  in  llule  VI.  The  amount 
of  the  fees  shall  be  two  dollars  for  each  heating  service  meter  having 
an  outlet  not  exceeding  one  inch  for  hot  water  meters  and  an  inlet 
iiot  exceeding  one  inch  for  condensation  meters;  for  other  hot  water 
meteis  having  an  outlet  not  exceeding  two  inches,  the  test  fee  shall 
be  five  dollars  per  meter.  Hates  for  meters  not  included  in  the  above 
classification,  or  which  are  so  located  that  the  cost  is  out  of  pro- 
portion to  the  fee  specified  will  be  furnished  by  the  Commission  upon 
receipt  of  complete  .specifications. 

A/E.  Refunds: 

If  a meter  be  found  to  be  fast  at  any  test  by  more  than  four  (4%) 
per  cent.,  an  allowance  or  refund  shall  be  made  to  the  consumer  by 
the  utility,  equal  to  all  the  excess  charged  the  consumer,  figured 
back  from  the  date  of  test  through  the  entire  period  of  the  current 
bill,  unless  it  can  be  shown  that  the  error  is  due  to  an  accident  or 
other  cause,  the  exact  date  of  which  can  be  determined,  in  which 
case  it  shall  be  figured  back  to  such  time. 
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CIKCULAK  NO.  12  A. 


KULES  AND 


IJEOULATIONS  PEKTAINING  TO 


WATER 


UTILITIES. 


Note: — Nothing  contained  in  these  Rules  shall  be  construed  as  relieving  any 
Utility  from  the  performance  of  any  of  its  legal  duties  to  the  public.  By  Ordea-  of 
The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania. 


PART  I.— GENERAL. 


Definition: 

The  term  “utility’’  as  used  in  these  rules  includes  all  public  ser- 
vice companies,  coriiorations  and  per.sons,  as  delined  in  The  Pub 
lie  Service  Company  Law,  engaged  in  the  sale  or  distribution  of 
water  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission. 

I.  Statutory: 

“It  shall  he  the  duty  of  every  public  service  company  to  furnish 
and  maintain  such  service,  including  facilities,  as  shall  in  all  re- 
spects be  just,  reasonably  adequate,  and  practically  sufficient  for 
the  accommodation  and  safety  of  its  patrons,  employees,  and  the  pub- 
lic, and  in  conformity  with  such  reasonable  regulations  or  orders 
as  may  be  made  by  the  Commission.” 

II.  Service  Interruptions: 

Each  utility  shall  keep  a record  of  all  interruptions  to  service 
on  the  entire  system  or  any  portion  thereof,  belonging  to  the  utility, 
which  recoi’d  shall  contain  the  time,  cause,  extent  and  duration  of  the 
interruption,  and  shall  be  kept  as  specified  in  Rule  VI. 

III.  Complaint  Record: 

Each  utility  shall  keep  a record  of  all  written  complaints  received 
from  its  consumers  in  regard  to  service,  which  record  shall  show  the 
name  and  address  of  the  complainant,  the  date  and  nature  of  the 
complaint,  the  action  taken  and  the  date  of  final  disposition  of  the 
matter.  These  records  shall  be  kept  as  si>ecified  in  Rule  VI. 

lY.  Inspection  of  Equipment: 

Each  utility  shall  inspect  its  equipment  and  facilities,  in  accord- 
ance with  good  practice,  and  in  a manner  satisfactory  to  the  Com- 
mission, and  shall  keep  a complete  record  of  all  such  inspections 
and  tests  as  specified  in  Rule  VI. 


31—27—1914 


482 


ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


Off.  Doc. 


T . Accidents: 

Each  utility  shall  keep  a recoid  of  and  shall  furnish  to  the  Investi- 
gator of  Accidents  for  the  Commission,  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
of  the  Commission,  reports  of  any  and  all  accidents  happening  in  or 
about  or  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  its  property,  facilities 
or  service,  wherein  any  person  shall  have  been  killed  or  injured,  or 
I»roperty  damaged  or  destroyed,  with  a full  statement  as  far  as  pos- 
sible of  the  causes  of  such  accidents,  and  the  precautions,  if  any, 
taken  as  ])revention  against  future  accidents  of  similar  character. 

YI.  Records  and  Reports: 

All  records  required  by  these  Rules  shall  be  kept  within  the  State, 
at  an  office  or  offices  of  the  utility  located  in  the  territory  served 
by  it,  and  shall  be  open  for  examination  by  the  Commission  or  its 
representative.  Each  utility  shall  notify  the  Commission  of  the  office 
or  offices  at  which  the  various  classes  of  records  are  kept,  and  shall 
lile  with  the  Commission  such  reports  as  the  Commission  may  from 
time  to  time  require. 


PART  II.— METERS. 


Yll.  Allowable  Error: 


No  water  meter  shall  be  placed  in  service  nor  allowed  to  remain 
in  service,  which  has  an  error  in  registration  of  more  than  four  (4%) 
per  cent,  when  water  is  passing  through  it  at  approximately  the  fol- 
lowing rates  of  flow: 


f inch  meter,  6 
I inch  meter,  10 

1 inch  meter,  20 
inch  meter,  30 

2 inch  meter,  50 

3 inch  meter,  90 

4 inch  meter,  180 
0 inch  meter,  300 


gallons  per  minute; 
gallons  per  minute; 
gallons  per  minute; 
gallons  per  minute; 
gallons  per  minute; 
gallons  per  minute; 
gallons  per  minute; 
gallons  per  minute. 


VI II.  Periodic  Tests: 

No  utility  furnishing  metered  water  service  shall  allow  a water 
iiieter  to  remain  in  service  for  a period  longer  than,  or  for  a registra- 
tion greater  than,  that  specified  in  the  following  table,  without  check- 
ing it  for  accuracy,  and  readjusting  it  if  found  to  be  incorrect  beyond 
the  limits  established  in  Rule  VII. 
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f inch  meter,  10  years  or  100,000  cubic  feet; 

I inch  meter,  S years  or  150,000  cubic  feet; 

1 inch  meter,  6 years  or  300,000  cubic  feet. 

All  meters  above  1 inch,  4 years. 

IX.  Meter  Test  Records: 

Whenever  a water  service  meter  is  tested,  the  original  test  record 
shall  be  kept  as  specified  in  Eule  VI,  indicating  the  information  neces- 
sary for  identifying  the  meter,  the  reason  for  making  the  test,  the 
reading  of  the  meter  before  being  disturbed,  and  the  accuracy  of  the 
meter,  together  with  all  data  taken  at  the  time  of  the  test.  This 
record  must  be  sufficiently  comi)lete  to  permit  the  convenient  check- 
ing of  the  methods  employed  and  the  calculations  made.  A record 
shall  also  be  kept,  preferably  nummerically  arranged,  indicating  date 
of  meter  purchase,  when  purchased  after  July  1st,  1914,  name  of 
manufacturer,  its  size,  its  identihcatiou,  its  various  places  of  installa- 
tion with  dates  of  installation  and  removal,  and  the  dates  and  gen- 
eral results  of  all  tests. 

A.  Installation  of  Meters: 

Each  water  service  meter  installed  after  July  1st,  1914,  shall  have 
been  tested  for  accuracy  by  tlie  utility  within  one  year  previous  to  its 
installation.  It  shall  also  be  inspected  by  the  utility  for  proper  con- 
nections, mechanical  condition,  and  suitability  of  location  within 
sixty  (60)  days  after  installation. 

XI.  Facilities  for  Testing: 

Each  utility  shall  provide  and  maintain  suitable  and  adequate 
facilities  for  testing  its  water  service  meters,  in  each  case  to  be  satis- 
factory to  and  approved  by  the  Commission.  Each  utility  shall  own 
LI  complete  testing  equipment  of  a form  approved  by  the  Commission. 
The  accuracy  of  the  testing  equipment  will  be  established  from  time 
to  time  by  a representative  of  the  Commission  at  a place  to  be  desig- 
nated by  it.  After  January  1,  1915,  tests  made  with  uncertified  equip- 
ment shall  not  be  deemed  authoritative. 

XII.  Meters  in  Service  without  Test  Records: 

All  water  meters  in  service  on  or  after  Jvdy  1st,  1914,  for  which 
there  is  no  record  of  test  within  five  years,  must  be  tested  as  soon 
thereafter  as  circumstances  will  permit,  and  in  all  cases  within  two 
years  from  July  1st,  1914. 


484 


ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


0£E.  Doc. 


XHI.  Request  Tests: 

Each  iitility  shall  upon  the  written  request  of  a consumer,  and  if  he 
so  desires,  in  his  presence  or  that  of  his  authorized  representative, 
make  a test  of  the  accuracy  of  his  meter.  When  a consumer  desires, 
either  personally  or  througii  a representative,  to  witness  the  testing  of 
a meter,  he  may  reqiiire  the  meter  to  be  sealed  in  his  presence  before 
removal,  which  seal  shall  not  be  broken  until  the  test  is  made  in  his 
])resence.  If  the  meter  so  tested  shall  be  found  to  be  accurate  within 
(he  limits  herein  specified,  a fee  determined  from  the  schedule  indi- 
cated below,  shall  be  paid  to  the  utility  by  the  consumer  requiring 
such  test;  but  if  not  so  found,  then  the  cost  thereof  shall  be  borne 
hy  the  utility  furnishing  the  service.  When  making  such  request  the 
consumer  shall  agree  to  the  basis  of  payment  herein  specified.  A re- 
port of  such  test  shall  be  made  to  the  consumer,  and  a complete  record 
of  such  test  shall  be  kept  as  specified  in  Rule  VI.  The  amount  of 
the  fees  shall  be  two  dollars  for  each  water  service  meter  having  an 
outlet  not  exceeding  one  inch ; for  other  water  service  meters  having 
an  outlet  not  exceeding  two  inches,  the  test  fee  shall  be  five  dollars 
per  meter. 

Rates  for  testing  meters  not  included  in  the  above  classification,  or 
which  are  so  located  that  the  cost  is  out  of  proportion  to  the  fee  speci- 
fied, will  be  furnished  by  the  Commission  upon  receipt  of  complete 
specifications. 

XIV.  Refunds: 

If  a meter  be  found  to  be  fast  at  any  test  by  more  than  four  (4%) 
per  cent.,  an  allowance  or  refund  shall  be  made  to  the  consumer  by 
the  utility,  equal  to  all  the  excess  charged  the  consumer,  figured  back 
from  the  date  of  test  through  the  entire  period  of  the  current  bill, 
unless  it  can  be  shown  that  the  error  is  due  to  an  accident  or  other 
cause,  the  exact  date  of  which  can  be  determined,  in  which  case  it 
shall  be  figured  back  to  such  time. 
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ADMINISTEATIVE  EULING  NO.  1. 


In  the  Matter  of 

1st— THE  GRANTING  OF  FREE  PASSES  BY  RAILROAD  COMPANIES  TO 
THEIR  OFFICERS  AND  EMPLOYEES  TO  BE  USED  FOR  THE 
TRANSPORTATION  OF  DEPENDENT  ^MEMBERS  OF  THE  FAMI- 
LIES OF  SUCH  OFFICERS  AND  EMPLOYES ; and 

2nd— THE  GRANTING  OF  FREE  TRANSPORTATION  BY  RAILROAD  AND 
STREET  RAILWAY  COMPANIES  TO  POLICEMEN  AND  FIREMEN 
IN  THE  PERFORMANCE  OF  THEIR  PUBLIC  DUTIES. 

Decided  February  5th,  1914. 

By  the  Gommission: 

Numerous  requests  have  been  presented  to  the  Commission  by  rail- 
road and  street  railway  companies  and  other  persons  interested,  for 
an  administrative  ruling  upon  the  questions — 

1st — Whether  or  not  the  issuance  of  free  passes  to  officers  and  em- 
ployees of  railroad  companies  to  be  used  for  the  transportation 
of  dependent  members  of  the  families  of  such  officers  and  em- 
ployes ; and 

2nd — Whether  or  not  the  according  of  free  transportation  by  common 
carriers  to  policemen  and  firemen  in  the  discharge  of  their  pub- 
lic duties. 

are  violations  of  the  Act  of  July  26th,  1913,  known  as  “The  Public 
Service  Company  Law.” 

A public  hearing  in  this  matter  was  held  by  the  Commission  at 
Harrisburg,  on  the  20th  day  of  January,  1914,  at  which  railroad  and 
railway  companies  and  other  appeared  and  were  heard,  and  all  per- 
sons interested  were  given  an  opportunity  to  be  heard.  In  this  case 
the  Commission  has  concluded  to  rule  administratively  upon  the  ques- 
tions presented. 

1.  After  careful  consideration  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion 
that  the  spirit  and  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the  provisions  of  The 
Public  Service  Company  Law  of  July  26th,  1913,  are  not  such  as  to 
require  the  Commission  to  regard  as  a violation  of  the  law  the  prac- 
tice of  railroad  companies  of  issuing  free  passes  to  their  officers  and 
cmplojmes  to  be  used  for  the  transportation  of  dependent  members 
of  the  families  of  such  officers  and  emplo3'ees,  which  practice  has  had 
the  sanction  of  custom  since  the  adoption  of  the  Pass  Provision  of  the 
Constitution  of  1874,  and  the  Act  of  June  15th,  1874,  passed  to  carry 
that  provision  of  the  Constitution  into  effect. 
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It  is  therefoie  ruled  tliat  the  ^ranting  without  unfair  discrimina- 
tion by  railroad  companies  of  free  passes  to  their  officers  and  em- 
ployees, to  be  used  for  the  transportation  of  dependent  members  of  the 
families  of  snch  officers  and  employees,  will  not  be  regarded  by  the 
Commission  as  a violatioir  of  the  provisioTis  of  the  law. 

2.  The  Commission  is  further  of  the  opinion  that  free  transporta- 
tion, without  nnfair  discrimination,  by  common  carriers,  on  behalf  of 
the  Commonwealth,  or  on  behalf  of  any  municij)ality  thereof,  of 
]tolicenicn  in  the  i)erformance  of  their  public  duties,  and  similarly, 
that  free  transportation,  withont  unfair  discrimination,  by  common 
carriers,  on  behalf  of  any  such  municipality,  of  firemen  in  the  per- 
formance of  their  public  duties,  is  not  such  free  transportation  as  is 
prohibited  by  the  provisions  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law, 
and  will  not  be  regarded  by  the  Commission  as  a violation  thereof. 


ADMIN ISTEATIVE  KULING  NO.  2. 


In  the  Matter  of 

THE  (JRANTING  OE  FREE  TRANSPORTATION,  OR  TRANSPORTATION 
AT  REDUCED  RATES  TO  MINISTERS  OF  RELIGION. 

Decided  March  18,  1914. 

FREE  AND  REDUCED  RATES  TO  CLERGY. 

By  the  Commission: 

At  the  public  hearing  held  by  the  Commission  on  January  20,  1914, 
at  Harrisburg,  reasons  were  j)iesented  by  ministers  of  religion  for 
an  administrative  niling  by  the  Commission,  that  common  carriers 
might  accord  such  ministers  the  privilege  of  free  transportation  or 
reduced  rate  transportation,  between  points  within  the  boundaries 
t.f  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

Common  carriers  may  lawfully  transport  ministers  of  religion  be- 
tween the  States,  free  or  at  reduced  rates,  but  this  is  expressly  war- 
ranted by  the  provision  of  the  Federal  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as 
amended,  by  way  of  express  exception  to  the  anti-discrimination 
clause  of  that  Act  of  Congress. 

Transportation  of  Passengers  wholly  between  points  in  Pennsyl- 
vania is  governed  by  the  provisions  of  the  law  of  this  State. 
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The  Constitution  of  Penns3Tvania  contains  an  explicit  provision 
prohibiting  the  common  carriers  from  granting  free  passes  or  passes 
at  a discount  to  any  person  other  than  those  within  the  meaning  of 
the  exception  therein  expressed,  and  the  Constitution  further  en- 
joins upon  the  Legislature  the  duty  to  carry  such  prohibition  into 
effect  by  means  of  appropriate  legislation. 

In  the  Act  of  July  2Gth,  1913,  known  as  The  Public  Service  Com- 
pany Law  and  defining  the  powers  and  duties  of  public  service  com- 
panies of  various  kinds,  including  common  carriers,  and  providing 
for  the  regulation  of  such  public  service  companies,  it  is  by  Section  8 
of  Article  III,  made  unlawful  for  any  common  carrier  inter  alia  “to 
charge,  demand,  collect  or  receive,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  any 
s])ecial  rate,  rebate,  drawback,  abatement,  or  other  device  whatsoever, 
from  any  person  or  corporation,  for  any  service  rendered  or  to  be  ren- 
dered, a grater  or  less  compensation  or  siim  than  it  shall  demand, 
charge,  collect,  or  receive  from  any  other  person  or  corporation  for  a 
like  and  contemporaneous  service  under  substantially  similar  circum- 
stances and  conditions.”  Carriers  are  likewise  prohibited  from  mak- 
ing or  giving  “any  undue  or  unreasonable  preference  or  advantage  in 
favor  of  or  to  any  person  or  corporation  or  any  locality,  or  any  par- 
ticular kind  or  description  of  traffic  or  service  in  any  respect  what- 
soever, etc.” 

It  may  be  and  probably  is' true  in  many  instances,  more  especially 
in  the  country  districts  of  the  States,  that  the  monetary  reward  re- 
ceived by  clergymen  for  their  services  is  inadequate  to  enable  them  to 
meet  their  necessary  expenses  and  transportation  fare.  The  Com- 
mission has  also  given  due  consideration  to  the  force  of  the  argument 
that  ministers  of  religion  are  carrying  on  work  of  great  public  benefit, 
but  we  are  unable  to  differentiate  between  ministers  and  other  classes 
of  the  community  to  such  an  extent  as  would  justify  a discrimination 
in  rates  upon  that  ground.  It  is  not  imporbable  that  under  the  re- 
quirement that  ministers  pay  the  same  fare  as  other  passengers  for 
a like  service,  their  pecuniary  compensation  will  in  the  long  run 
rise  to  a proper  level  of  adjustment. 

It  is  therefore  the  opinion  of  the  Commission,  after  careful  con- 
sideration, that  the  according  to  ministers  of  religion  of  free  intra- 
sfate  transportation,  or  such  transportation  at  reduced  rates  is  dis- 
criminatory and  illegal  under  Sections  8 and  9 of  Article  III  of  The 
Public  Service  Company  Law,  and  that  the  Commission  is  without 
warrant  to  otherwise  regard  it,  under  the  present  public  policy  of 
this  State  as  fixed  by  law,  and  the  Commis.sion  has  concluded  so  to 
rule  administratively  in  this  case. 

It  may  be  that  should  application  be  made  to  the  Legislature  at 
the  next  or  some  subsequent  session,  means  may  be  foiind  by  that 
body  to  afford  tbe  relief  desired  by  the  applicants. 
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TARIFF  CIRCULAR  NO.  1. 


IN  TPIE  MATTER  OF  ISSUING  POWER  OF  ATLCORNEY  AND  CONCUR- 
RENCES IN  JOINT  TARIFFS  OF  COMMON  CARRIERS  AND  EXPRESS 
COMPANIES . 

The  Public  Sei'vice  Company  Law,  approved  July  2()th,  1913,  Article 
II,  Section  1,  (e)  provide, s that  tarifts  or  schedules  of  joint  rates  or 
fares  need  onl}’  he  liled  with  the  Commission  by  one  of  the  com- 
panies— or  its  agents — and  the  other  company  or  companies,  with  the 
consent  and  the  approval  of  the  Commission,  need  only  file  such  evi- 
dence of  concurrence  therein  or  acceptance  thereof  as  may  be  required 
by  the  Commi,ssion. 

The  following  rules  and  regulations  will  govern  the  issuing  of  such 
concurrence,  and  power  of  attorney: 

Rule  1.  The  forms  below  prescribed  must  be  on  paper  8 by  lOJ  inches.  The  origi- 
nal and  one  copy  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission  and  a copy  furnished 
to  the  carrier  or  agent  in  whose  favor  the  instrument  is  issued. 

Rule  2.  Such  forms  may  either  be  printed  or  neatly  typewritten. 

Rule  3.  The  following  serial  designations  must  invariably  be  used: 

FOR  POWER  OF  ATTORNEY: 

Pa.  E 1 No.  (for  express  tariffs) 
or 

Pa.  F 1 No.  (for  freight  tariffs) 
or 

Pa.  P 1 No.  (for  passenger  tariffs) 

FOR  CONCURRENCES: 

Pa.  E 2 No.  (for  express  tariff’s) 
or 

Pa.  F 2 No.  (for  freight  tariffs) 
or 

Pa.  P 2 No.  (for  passenger  tai-iffs) 

Rule  4.  The  granting  of  authority  to  issue  tariffs,  under  power  of  attorney  or 
concurrence,  does  not  relieve  the  carrier  or  express  company,  conferring 
the  authority,  from  the  necessity  of  complying  with  the  Public  Service 
Company  Law  with  respect  to  posting  tariffs. 

Tariffs  issued  under  such  authority  must  be  posted  by  the  carrier  or  ex- 
press company  conferring  such  authority . 

Rule  5.  A concurrence  may  be  revoked  by  filing  with  the  Commission  notice  of 
revocation,  in  duplicate,  and  serving  copy  thereof  upon  the  carrier  or 
express  company,  to  whom  such  concurrence  was  given,  at  least  sixty 
(60)  days  in  advance  of  the  effective  date  shown  on  notice  of  revocation. 

Corresponding  revision  of  tariff  or  tariffs  shall  be  made  in  the  next  supple- 
ment to  or  reissue  thereof,  and  if  necessary,  supplement  or  reissue  shall 
be  made  for  the  sole  purpose  of  making  such  change  lawfully  effective 
on  statutory  notice  upo  nthe  effective  date  stated  in  the  notice  of  revoca- 
tion . 
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SPECIAL  CONCURRENCE. 


Rule  6.  The  following  form  must  be  used  only  in  concurrence  in  rates  or  fares 
contained  in  tariffs  filed  with  the  Commission  on  or  before  July  1,  1914. 
Separate  concurrence  must  be  given  for  freight  tariffs  and  passenger 
tariffs,  and  must  apply  to  all  the  rates  or  fares  contained  in  the  tariffs 
of  the  carrier  or  express  company  to  whom  the  concurrence  is  given 
(all  tariffs  intended  to  be  covered  being  included  in  the  concurrence  as 
hereinafter  required)  and  must  not  be  modified  except  that  the  concur- 
rence in  freight  tariffs  may  exclude  coal  and  coke  rates,  for  which  sepa- 
rate concurrence  may  be  given. 

This  form  must  be  designated  as  “Special  Concurrence”  and  must  bear 
serial  designation  as  provided  in  Rule  3 for  concurrences. 

Tariffs  concurred  in  by  means  of  this  “Special  Concurrence”  need  not  be 
suplemented  for  the  purpose  of  referring  to  the  “Special  Concurrence.” 

This  form  is  designed  to  apply  to  all  supplements  including  such  as  are 
issued  after  July  1st,  1914,  but  to  make  it  thus  operate,  carrier  or  ex- 
press company  must  file  with  the  “Special  Concurrence”  a list  of  the 
tariffs,  arranged  numerically,  intended  to  be  covered  thereby,  placing  on 
the  list  only  the  tariffs  of  the  carrier  or  express  company  to  whom  the 
concurrence  is  given. 


( 

(Name  of  issuing  carrier.) 
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Pa.  E 2 No.  (for  express  tariffs) 
or 

Pa.  F 2 No.  (for  freight  tariffs) 
or 

Pa.  P 2 No.  (for  passenger  tariffs) 


To  THE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

OF  THE  COMMONWEALTH  OF  PENNSYLVANIA, 
Harrisburg,  Pa. 


THIS  IS  TO  CERTIFY,  That assents 

(Insert  name  of  carrier  or  express  company.) 

to  and  concurs  in  the tariffs  and  rate 

schedules  and  supplements  thereto  stated  on  the  shets  attached  hereto  and  made 

part  hereof  which  the 

(Insert  name  of  carrier  or  express  company.) 

or  its  agent  has,  prior  to  July  1st,  1914,  filed  with  the  Public  Service  Commission 
of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  and  which  have  not  been  cancelled  and  in 
which  this  company  is  shown  as  a participating  carrier,  and  hereby  makes  itself 
a party  to  and  bound  thereby  in  so  far  as  such  schedule  contains  rates  applying 

upon via  its  line  and  to 

(Here  insert  character  of  traffic.) 

but  not  from  points  thereon  ; and  this  authority  will  continue  as  to  any  suppelinent 
to  such  schedule  issued  on  and  after  July  1st,  1914,  but  not  to  the  re-issues  of 
such  schedules. 


(Insert  name  of  carrier  or  express  company. 


(Name  of  officer.) 


(Title  of  officer.) 


490 


ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


Off.  Doc. 


POWER  OF  ATTORNEY  FOR  PUBLICATION* OF  TARIFFS. 

Rule  7.  The  following  form  will  be  used  as  POWER  OF  ATTORNEY  by  the 
issuing  carrier  or  express  company  in  giving  authority  to  an  individual 
but  not  to  another  carrier  or  express  company  to  file  for  the  issuing  car- 
rier tariffs  or  schedules  as  descrihed. 

Such  authority  must  not  be  given  to  an  association  or  bureau,  and  it  shall 
not  contain  authority  to  delegate  to  another  the  power  to  be  conferred . 

If  two  or  more  carriers  or  express  companies  execute  this  form  containing 
the  words  “for  if  jointly  with  other  carriers”  in  favor  of  a joint  agent 
it  will  not  be  necessai-y  for  those  carriers  to  exchange  concurrences 
with  each  other  as  to  the  joint  tariffs  issued  by  that  joint  agent  under 
such  authority. 

The  same  serial  designation  will  be  used  as  is  provided  in  Rule  3. 


(Name  of  carrier  or  express  company  in  full.) 

Date 191.... 

Pa.  El  No.  (for  express  tariffs) 
or 

Pa.  F 1 No.  (for  freight  tariffs) 
or 

Pa.  PI  No.  (for  passenger  tariffs) 

KNOW  ALL  MEN  BY  THESE  PRESENTS: 

That  the  (Name  of  carrier  or  Express  Company)  has  made,  constituted  and  ap- 
pointed, and  by  these  presents  does  make,  constitute,  and  appoitn  (Name  of  person 
appointed)  its  true  and  lawful  attorney  and  agent  for  the  said  company  and  in  its 
name,  place,  and  stead  (for  it  alone)  and  (for  it  jointly  with  other  carriers),  to  file 
tariffs,  classifications  and  exception  sheets  and  supplements  thereto,  as  required  of 
common  carriers  by  the  Public  Service  Company  Law  and  by  regulations  established 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  thereunder 
for  the  period  of  time,  the  traffic  and  the  territory  now  herein  named: 


And  the  said  (Name  of  Carrier  or  Express  Company)  does  hereby  give  and  grant 
unto  its  said  attorney  and  agent  full  power  and  authority  to  do  and  perform  all 
and  every  act  and  thing  above  specified  as  fully  to  all  intent  sand  purposes  as  if 
the  same  were  done  and  performed  by  the  said  Company,  hereby  ratifying  and  con- 
firming all  that  its  said  agent  and  attorney  may  lawfully  do  by  virtue  hereof,  and 
assuming  full  responsibility  for  the  acts  and  neglects  of  its  said  attorney  and  agent 
hereunder. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF  the  said  company  has  caused  these  presents  to  be 
signed  in  its  name  by  its president  and  to  be  duly  attested  under  its  cor- 
porate seal  by  its  secretary,  at , in  the  State  of , 

on  this day  of  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen 

hundred  and  

The  (Name  of  carrier) 

By  

Its  President. 

Attest: 


(Corporate  Seal) 


Secretary. 
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POWER  OF  ATTORNEY  FOR  CONCURRENCES. 

Rule  8.  The  following  form  will  be  used  as  POWER  OF  ATTORNEY  to  be  given 
by  common  carriers  or  express  companies  to  another  common  carrier 
or  express  company  to  give  and  accept  concurrences. 

Common  carriers  or  express  companies  may  confer  upon  other  carriers  or 
express  companies  the  authority  to  give  and  accept  concurrences  for 
their  account  by  the  use  of  the  following  form: 


{Name  of  carrier  or  express  company  in  full.) 

Date 191.... 

Pa.  E 1 No.  (for  express  tariffs) 
or 

Pa.  F 1 No.  (for  freight  tariffs) 
or 

Pa.  P 1 No.  (for  passenger  tariffs) 

KNOW  ALL  MEN  BY  THESE  PRESENTS: 

That  the  (Name  of  carrier  or  express  company)  has  made,  constituted  and  ap- 
pointed and  by  these  presents  does  make,  constitute  and  appoint  (Name  of  carrier 
or  express  company)  its  true  and  lawful  attorney  and  agent  for  the  said  company 
and  in  its  name,  place  and  stead  to  give  and  accept  concurrences  in  tariffs  or 
schedules  as  required  of  common  carriers  (or  express  companies)  by  the  Public 
Service  Company  Law  and  by  regulations  established  by  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  thereunder  for  the  period  of  time, 
the  traffic  and  the  territory  now  herein  named: 


And  the  said  (Name  of  Carrier  or  Express  Company)  does  hereby  give  and  grant 
unto  its  said  attorney  and  agent  full  power  and  authority  to  do  and  perform  all 
and  every  act  and  thing  above  specified  as  fully  to  all  intent  sand  purposes  as  if 
the  same  were  done  and  performed  by  the  said  Company,  hereby  ratifying  and  con- 
firming all  that  its  said  agent  and  attorney  may  lawfully  do  by  virtue  hereof,  and 
assuming  full  responsibility  for  the  acts  and  neglects  of  its  said  attorney  and  agent 
hereunder . 


IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF  the  said  company  has  caused  these  presents  to  be 
signed  in  its  name  by  its president  and  to  be  duly  attested  under  its  cor- 
porate seal  by  its  secretary,  at , in  the  State  of , 

0°  this day  of  , in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen 

hundred  and  


Attest: 


The  (Name  of  carrier) 

By  

Bs  President. 


(Corporate  Seal) 


Secretary. 
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CONTINUING  CONCURRENCE. 

Rule  9.  The  following  form  will  be  used  in  concurring  in  rate  or  fare  schedules 
published  by  common  carriers,  express  companies  or  their  duly  appointed 
agents  published  and  filed  with  the  Commission  on  and  subsequent  to 
July  1st,  1914. 


(Name  of  carrier  or  express  company  in  full.) 

Date 191.... 

Pa.  E 2 No.  (for  express  tariffs) 
or 

Pa.  B''  2 No.  (for  freight  tariffs) 
or 

Pa.  P 2 No.  (for  passenger  tariffs) 

To  THE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

OF  THE  COMMONM-EALTII  OF  PENNSYLVANIA, 

Harrisburg,  Pa. 

THIS  IS  TO  CERTIIfY  that  (Name  of  carrier  or  express  company)  asents  to 
;iud  concurs  in  the  publication  and  filing  of  any  (Express,  Freight  or  Passenger) 
rate  (or  fare)  schedule  or  supplements  thereto  which  the  (Name  of  carrier  or  ex- 
press company)  or  its  agent  may  make  and  file,  and  in  which  this  company  is 
shown  as  a participating  carrier  (or  express  company)  and  herby  makes  itself  a 
party  to  and  bound  thereby  insofar  as  such  schedule  or  supplements  thereto  contain 
rates  (or  fares)  as  described  below: 


fintil  this  authority  is  revoked  by  formal  and  official  notice  of  revocation  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania 
and  of  the  carrier  (or  express  company)  to  which  this  concurrence  is  given. 


(Name  of  carrier  or  express  company.) 


By  

(Name  of  ofDcer. ) 


(Title  of  olflcer.) 
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TAKIFF  CIRCULAK  NO.  2. 


In  the  Matter  of  Establishing  Rates  and  Fares  of  Newly  Constructed  Lines. 

Oil  newly  constructed  lines  of  road,  including  branches  and  ex- 
tensions of  existing  roads,  local  rates  and  fares,  and  also  joint  rates 
and  fares,  may  be  established  in  the  first  instance  to  and  from  points 
on  such  new  lines  by  posting  tariffs,  or  supplements  to  tariffs,  of  such 
rate  or  fares  issued  by  the  carrier  owning  or  operating  such  newly 
constructed  lines  or  by  joint  agent  acting  for  it  under  power  of  at- 
torney, and  filing  the  same  with  the  Commission  one  day  in  advance 
of  effective  date.  Such  tariffs  or  supplements  must  bear  notation  that 
they  apply  to  or  from  points  on  newly  constructed  lines  to  or  from 
which  no  rates  or  fares  from  same  points  of  origin  or  to  same  points 
of  destination  have  ap[>lied  by  giving  reference  to  this  rule,  immedi- 
ately below  the  effective  date,  as  follows: 

“Issued  under  authority  of  Tariff  Circular  No.  2 of  The  Public  Ser- 
vice Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  of  June  17, 
1914.” 

Tariffs  or  supplements  to  tariffs  issued  by  other  carriers  establish- 
ing rates  to  or  from  or  via.  such  newly  constructed  line  may  be  issued 
only  upon  statutory  notice  or  special  permission  for  shorter  time.  It 
will  be  the  Commission’s  policy  to  grant  such  reasonable  permissions 
as  are  necessary  to  give  carriers  and  shippers  fullest  efficiency  of  such 
new  lines. 
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MINUTE  ADOPTED  BY  THE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
OF  THE  COMMONWEALTH  OF  PENNSYLVANIA  UPON  THE 
DEATH  OF  ITS  CHAIRMAN,  HONORABLE  NATHANIEL 
EWING,  MARCH  28TH,  1914. 


The  earthly  career  of  the  Honorable  Nathaniel  Ewing,  Chairman  of 
the  Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commission,  and  later  Chairman  of 
The  Public  Service  Commission  of  this  State,  is  ended. 

Intelligent  and  wise,  with  great  power  of  analysis  and  clarity  of 
thought,  having  had  the  advantage  of  long  previous  judicial  training, 
he  came  to  the  performance  of  these  important  duties  thoroughly 
fitted,  equipped  and  prepared. 

Whatever  of  benefit  may  come  to  the  people  of  the  Commonwealth 
through  the  exercise  of  the  powers  vested  in  these  Commissions  will 
be  due  in  large  measure  to  the  fact  that  he  supervised  their  organiza- 
tion, systematized  their  labors  and  directed  their  course.  * 

Absolutely  upright,  his  conduct  through  life  was  an  example  which 
all  men  might  well  endeavor  to  follow.  Modest,  affable  and  cultivated 
in  manner,  companionship  with  him  was  an  inspiration. 

The  members  of  The  Public  Service  Commission  left  to  carry  all  of 
the  tasks  which  he  began  sadly  regret  that  they  have  been  deprived 
of  a great  .source  of  strength  and  deplore  the  ending  of  an  association 
which  was  altogether  agreeable  and  in  every  way  helpful. 


32—27—1914 
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RULES  OF  PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURE 


THE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION 


OF  THE 

COMMONWEALTH  OF  PENNSYLVANIA 


ADOPTED  DECEMBER  2,  1913,  REVISED  AUGUST  5.  1914. 


RULE  1. 

Principal  Office. 

The  principal  office  of  the  Commission  shall  be  in  the  Capitol 
Building  in  the  City  of  Hariisburg,  and  shall  be  open  for  business 
between  the  hours  of  9 A.  M.  and  5 P.  M.  every  day,  legal  holidays 
and  Sundays  excepted. 

RULE  2. 

Sessions  and  Meetings  of  Commission. 

The  stated  meetings  of  the  Commission  will  be  held  in  the  of- 
fice of  the  Commission  in  the  Capitol,  in  the  City  of  Harrisburg, 
on  the  first  and  the  third  Tuesday  of  every  month,  holidays  ex- 
cepted. 

Sessions  and  meetings  of  the  Commission  may  be  held  at  any 
time  and  at  any  place  in  the  Commonwealth,  whenever,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Commission  the  public  necessity  or  convenience 
may  require. 

RULE  3. 

Information. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Commission  will,  upon  request,  advise  as 
to  the  form  of  complaint,  petition,  answer  or  other  documents 
necessary  to  be  filed  in  any  proceeding  before  the  Commission, 
and  furnish  such  other  information  to  tlie  public  and  to  public  ser- 
vice companies  as  may,  from  time  to  time,  be  directed  by  the  Com- 
mission. 
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RULE  4. 

Miscellaneous. 

(a)  All  complaints  and  all  petitions  and  answers  in  any  pro- 
ceeding or  applications  in  relation  thereto,  and  all  letters  and 
telegrams,  or  other  communications,  to  the  Commission,  must  be 
addressed  “The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,”  at  Hariisburg,  Pennsylvania,  unless  otherwise 
specially  directed. 

(b)  The  Secretary  shall  assign  to  each  formal  proceeding  a year 
and  number,  which  the  parties  shall,  before  filing,  place  on  all  sub- 
sequent papers  in  such  proceeding. 

(c)  Any  party  to  a proceeding  may  appear  before  the  Commis- 
sion and  be  heard  in  person  or  by  attorney. 

RULE  5. 

Complaints. 

No  particular  form  of  complaint  is  required,  except  that,  as  pro- 
vided in  the  Public  Service  Company  Law,  it  must  be  by  petition, 
in  writing,  duly  verified  by  the  affidavit  of  the  complainant,  and 
shall  contain  a concise  statement  of  all  the  material  facts  upon 
which  the  complaint  is  founded. 

Said  complaint  must  also  set  forth  the  name  and  post  oflflce  ad- 
dress of  the  public  service  company  complained  against,  the  full 
name  and  post  office  address  of  the  complainant,  with  the  full 
name  and  address  of  the  attorney  or  counsel,  if  any,  of  such  com- 
plainant. 

If  a violation  of  any  statute,  or  of  a ruling  or  order  of  the  Com- 
mission, is  complained  of,  attention  should  be  called  to  the  section  of 
the  statute  or  the  particular  ruling  or  order  of  the  Commission. 

At  the  time  of  the  filing  of  any  complaint,  or  of  any  petition,  ap- 
plication or  other  communication,  invoking  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission,  there  shall  he  filed  with  the  original,  three  copies  thereof. 

A copy  of  the  complaint  will  be  forwarded  by  the  Commission 
to  each  of  the  public  service  companies  complained  of,  by  registered 
mail,  accompanied  by  a notice  from  the  Commission,  calling  upon 
the  public  service  company  or  companies  complained  of  to  satisfy 
the  complaint,  or  to  answer  the  same  in  writing,  within  fifteen  days, 
or  within  such  other  time,  greater  or  less  than  fifteen  days,  as  in 
the  judgment  of  the  Commission,  the  circum.stances  of  the  case 
may  reqxiire. 

All  papers  filed  with  the  Commission  shall  be  written  on  one  side 
of  the  sheet  only. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Commission  will  furnish  blank  forms  of  com- 
plaint upon  written  request. 
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RULE  6. 

Satisfaction  of  Complaint  and  Answer. 

The  public  service  company  or  companies  complained  of  shall 
satisfy  the  complaint,  or  make  answer  thereto,  within  the  time 
specified  in  said  notice  to  satisfy  or  answer  as  specified  in  Rule  5.  If 
the  complaint  is  satislied,  both  the  complainant  and  the  respondent 
shall  notify  the  Commission  thereof  promptly,  and  give  the  manner 
or  terms  of  such  satisfaction. 

In  such  event  the  Commission  may  dismiss  the  complaint  and 
make  a record  thereof  and  no  further  action  need  be  taken. 

RULE  7. 

Answers. 

The  original  answer  of  the  public  service  company  or  companies 
complained  of  must  be  verified  by  affidavit  and  tiled  with  the  Com- 
mission, and  must  specifically  admit  or  deny  the  material  allega- 
tions of  the  complaint.  If  any  or  all  of  the  allegations  of  the  com- 
plaint are  denied,  the  answer  must  set  forth  the  facts  as  they  are 
claimed  to  be  by  the  party  answering. 

Three  copies  of  said  answer  shall  be  filed  with  the  original,  and  one 
copy  shall  be  served  by  the  i-espondent  on  the  adverse  party  or  parties 
perso]ially  or  bj’  registered  mail,  and  due  proof  of  such  service  shall 
be  tiled  with  the  Commission  immediately  upon  the  service  being 
made. 

RULE  8. 

Hearings  upon  Complaint. 

If  satisfaction  of  the  complaint  be  not  made,  as  aforesaid,  then 
after  the  expiration  of  the  time  allowed  for  answer,  and  whether 
the  answer  has  been  tiled  or  not,  the  Commission  will  determine, 
from  a consideration  of  the  complaint  and  answer,  or  otherwise, 
whether  reasonable  ground  exists  for  investigating  said  complaint, 
and  if,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commission,  such  reasonable  ground 
exists,  then  it  shall  fix  a time  and  place  for  a hearing  and  investi- 
gate the  matter  complained  of. 

Where  an  answer  has  been  tiled  and  .served,  as  provided  in  Rule  7. 
the  complainant  shall  notify  llie  (Commission,  in  writing,  whether  or 
not,  after  considering  such  answer,  the  complainant  desires  a hearing. 
If  said  notilication  is  not  i eceived  by  the  Commis.siou  wifliin  live 
days  after  the  service  of  the  answer  upon  him,  the  complaint  will 
be  dismis.sed,  unless  otherwise  directed  by  the  Commission,  in  any 
particular  case. 

Notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  such  hearing  shall  be  given  to 
the  complainant  and  to  the  public  service  company  or  companies 
complained  against,  by  registered  mail,  and  the  proceedings  there- 

5 


504 


ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


Off.  Doc. 


after  will  be  in  accordance  with  these  rules  and  as  the  Commission 
shall  from  time  to  time  direct. 

The  cost  of,  or  in  connection  with,  any  hearing  had  upon  any 
complaint,  found  by  the  Commission  to  be  without  reasonable 
foundation  and  made  improvidently  or  from  improper  motives,  will 
be  placed  upon  the  complainant. 

RULE  9. 

Practice  on  Hearings. 

The  complainant  must,  in  all  cases,  establish  the  facts  alleged 
to  constitute  a violation  of  the  law,  unless  the  respondent  admits 
the  same,  or  fails  to  answer  the  complaint,  except  that  where  the 
complaint  alleges  the  violation  of  a lawful  determination,  ruling 
or  order  of  the  Commission,  the  burden  of  proof  shall  be  upon  the 
public  service  company  complained  of  to  show  that  such  determina- 
tion, ruling  or  older  lias  been  complied  with  and  the  burden  of  proof 
shall  rest  upon  the  resjiondeiit  to  show  that  any  jiroposed  increased 
rate  is  just  and  reasonable,  upon  proceedings  instituted  by  complaint, 
or  u])on  tlie  Commission’s  own  motion,  (as  x>rovided  in  Article  V, 
Section  4,  of  The  Public  Service  Comjiany  Law).  The  respondent  must 
also  give  evidence  of  the  facts  alleged  in  the  answer  unless  ad- 
mitted by  the  complainant,  and  must  fully  disclose  its  defense  at 
the  hearing. 

Witnesses  will  be  examined  orally  before  the  Commission,  unless 
the  facts  be  agreed  upon  in  writing.  The  testimony  will  be  taken 
down  by  the  stenographer,  and  a full  and  complete  record  kept  of 
all  such  proceedings  before  the  Commission  or  any  Commissioner. 
In  case  of  failure  to  answer,  or  to  serve  notice  in  nature  of  de- 
murrer hereafter  mentioned,  the  Commission  will  take  such  proof 
of  the  facts  as  may  be  deemed,  proper  and  l easonable,  and  make  such 
finding,  determination  and  order  thereon  as  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  appear  to  require. 

RULE  10. 

Notice  in  Nature  of  Demurrer. 

Any  j»ublic  service  comj)any  or  companies  com}>lained  against, 
deeming  the  complaint  insufficient  to  show  a breach  of  legal  duty, 
or  desiring  to  set  up  the  absence  of  power  or  authority  in  the  Com- 
mission to  determine  such  comjdaint,  may,  instead  of  answering, 
serve  on  Ihe  complainant  and  file  with  the  Commission,  its  claim  of 
insufficiency,  or  absence  of  such  power  or  authority,  and  for  the 
purpose  of  disposing  of  the  questions  of  law^  thereby  raised,  the  facts 
stated  in  the  complaint  will  be  deemed  to  be  admitted. 

Thereupon  the  Commission  may  fix  a time  and  jilace  of  hearing 
of  argument  on  the  questions  of  law  involved,  and  will  determine  the 
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same,  and  notify  the  i)arties  of  snch  decision,  and  whether  the  res- 
pondent will  be  I'eqnired  to  tile  an  answer,  or  whether  any  other 
action  is  deemed  pi'oper  or  necessai  y. 

Said  notice,  in  the  nature  of  demurrer,  must  be  filed  and  served  by 
the  respondent  within  fifteen  days  of  the  service  of  the  complaint. 

RULE  11. 

Investigation  by  Commission  on  its  own  Motion. 

The  Commission  may,  at  any  time,  of  its  own  motion,  make  in- 
vestigations and  order  hearings  as  to  any  act  or  thing  done,  oi- 
omitted  to  be  done,  by  any  public  service  company  which  to  the 
Commission  seems  to  be  in  violation  of  any  provision  of  law,  or  of 
any  order  or  rule  of  the  Commission. 

RULE  12. 

Finding,  Determination  or  Order. 

After  hearing  by  the  Commission,  a written  finding,  determination 
or  order  shall  be  made  by  it,  either  dismissing  the  complaint  or 
directing  the  public  service  company  or  companies  complained  of 
to  satisfy  the  cause  of  complaint,  in  the  manner  specified  by  the 
Commission  and  authorized  by  law. 

The  Commission  shall  likewise  make  and  file  a written  finding, 
determination  or  order  in  all  hearings  or  investigations  instituted 
on  its  own  motion. 

Such  final  determination  or  order  shall  be  filed  of  record  by  tlie 
Commission  and  a copy  thereof  served  on  the  parties  entitled  there- 
to, as  required  by  law. 

RULE  13. 

Re-Hearings  and  Modification  or  Rescission  of  Findings,  Determina- 
tions or  Orders. 

Apjdications  for  re-hearings  shall  be  by  petition,  verified  by  afli 
davit,  which  must  be  filed  within  fifteen  days  after  the  .service  of  tlie 
order  of  the  Commission,  or  within  fifteen  days  after  the  delivery,  by 
registered  mail,  of  the  notice  of  the  finding  or  determination  of  the 
Commission. 

Said  petitions  for  re-hearings  sliall  state  S|iecifically  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  aj)plication  is  l)a.sed.  If  the  apjdication  is  to  re-ojien 
the  ca.se  foi-  further  evideTice,  the  nature  and  jtnrjtose  of  the  evidence 
and  the  reason  why  it  was  not  adduced  on  the  original  hearing  must 
be  stated,  and  the  same  must  not  be  cumulafive  merely.  If  the  ap- 
plication alleges  error  in  findings  of  fact  or  conclusions  of  law,  tlie 
alleged  error  must  he  ])articularly  stated,  with  tlie  specilic  grounds 
for  the  allegation  of  error. 

When  any  finding,  determination  or  older  of  the  Commission  is 
.sought  to  he  rescinded,  changed  or  modified,  by  reason  of  facts  and 
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circiimstaiice.s  arising  subsequent  to  the  bearing,  or  to  the  order,  or 
by  reason  of  consequences  resulting  from  coni|diauce  with  siicli  tind- 
ing,  order  or  requirement,  wbicli  are  claimed  to  justify  or  entitle  a 
rescission,  change  or  modilication  thereof,  the  aiq)licatiou  therefor 
shall  be  by  petition,  which  shall  fully  set  fortli  such  facts,  circum- 
stances or  consequences  relied  u])on,  and  such  ])elitions  shall  con- 
form to  the  requirements  hereinafter  stated,  in  Ttule  23,  as  applicable 
to  all  petitions  filed  with  the  Commissu)n. 

Notice  of  such  petition  for'  a re  hearing  or  for  the  modification  or 
rescission  of  any  finding,  dete:  mination  or  older  shall  be  served  by 
the  petitioner  on  each  jiarty  to  the  proceeding  before  the  Commission, 
by  mailing,  by  registered  mail,  to  said  pai'ty  a copy  of  said  petition 
and  i>roof  of  such  service  .diall  be  liled  with  the  Commission,  after 
which  the  Commis.sion  will  lix  a time  and  place  of  hearing,  of  which 
notice  will  be  given  by  the  Commission  to  each  party  to  the  recoid. 
by  registered  mail. 


RULE  14. 

Amendments. 

Amendments  to  any  conijilaint,  petition,  answer  or  other  paper 
filed  in  any  proceeding  or  investigation  may  be  allowed  by  the  Com- 
mission, in  its  discretion. 


RULE  15. 

Adjournments  and  Extensions  of  Time. 

Adjournments  and  extensions  of  time  may,  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Commission,  be  granted  upon  the  application  of  any  party.  Ap- 
plications for  extension  of  time  of  hearing  shall  be  accompanied  by 
an  affidavit  showing  a necessity  therefor. 

RULE  16. 

Stipulations. 

The  parties  to  any  hearing,  investigation  or  other  proceeding  be- 
fore the  Commission,  may,  by  stipulation,  in  writing,  filed  with  the 
Commission,  agree  upon  the  facts,  or  any  of  the  facts  involved 
therein,  which  stipulation  shall  be  regarded  and  used  as  evidence 
at  such  hearing,  investigation  or  other  proceeding.  It  is  desirable 
that  the  facts  be  thus  agreed  upon  whenever  practicable.  The  Com- 
mission may,  nevertheless,  require  such  additional  evidence  or  in- 
formation as  it  may  deem  necessaiy,  and  as  may  be  authorized  by 
law. 
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RULE  17. 

Dismissal  for  Failure  to  Prosecute  Complaint. 

Whenever  the  complainant  in  any  case  refuses  or  neglects  to 
furnish  the  Commission  with  additional  information,  or  to  perform 
any  act  regarded  by  the  Commission  as  necessary  or  desirable  for 
the  proper  and  furtlier  elucidation,  investigation  or  prosecution 
of  the  case,  for  a period  of  fifteen  days  after  being  requested  so 
to  do,  the  Commission  may  forthwith  dismiss  the  case,  unless  i]i 
its  opinion  it  is  of  sufficient  public  interest  and  concern  to  demand 
its  further  prosecution  and  detei’mination,  in  which  event  subse- 
quent proceedings  may  be  conducted  as  if  the  case  had  been  insti- 
tuted by  the  Commission. 

RULE  18. 

Subpoenas. 

All  subpoenas  issued  by  the  Commission  shall  be  under  the  seal 
of  the  Commission,  signed  by  a Commissioner  or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission. 

RULE  19. 

Depositions. 

The  testimony  of  any  aged,  infirm,  going  or  non-resident  witness 
may  be  taken  by  de])Osition  at  the  instance  of  a party  to  any  pro- 
ceeding or  investigation  before  the  Commission.  The  Commission 
may  order  the  testimony  of  any  such  witness  to  be  taken  by  dejiosi- 
tion  in  any  proceeding  or  investigation  pending  before  it,  at  any 
stage  of  such  proceeding  or  investigation.  Such  deposition  may 
be  taken  before  any  Notary  Public,  or  any  other  person  authorized 
to  administer  an  oath,  as  provided  by  the  laws  of  this  Common- 
wealth, not  being  counsel  or  attorney  to  any  of  the  parties,  or 
otherwise  interested  in  the  proceeding  or  investigation.  The  same 
notice  of  taking  depositions  that  is  required  by  the  Pennsylvania 
Equity  Rules  in  taking  depositions  in  civil  cases  must  be  given,  in 
writing,  by  the  party  or  his  attorney  propo.sing  to  take  such  deposi- 
tion, to  the  opposite  partj'  or  attorney  of  record,  which  notice  shall 
state  the  name  of  the  witness,  and  tlie  time  and  place  of  the  taking 
of  his  deposition,  and  like  notice  shall  also  be  given  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission.  Provided,  however,  that  not  less  than  forty- 
eight  hours  notice  shall  be  given  in  any  case. 

Every  person  whose  deposition  is  taken  shall  be  sworn  or  af- 
firmed and  the  testimony  shall  be  reduced  to  Avriting  or  tyi)ewrit- 
ing  by  the  officer  taking  the  deposition,  or  under  his  direction,  and 
shall  be  subscribed  by  the  witness  and  attested  by  said  officer. 
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RULE  20. 

Briefs. 

Upon  all  contested  hearings,  unless  otherwise  specially  ordered, 
printed  briefs  containing  legal  arguments  and  citations  of  cases 
relied  upon  shall  be  hied  on  behalf  of  the  parties.  They  shall  con- 
tain an  abstract  of  the  evidence  relied  upon  by  the  party  hling  the 
same,  and,  in  such  abstract,  reference  shall  be  made  to  the  pages 
of  the  notes  of  testimony  where  the  evidence  appears.  The  abstracts 
of  the  evidence  shall  follow  the  statement  of  the  case  and  precede 
the  argument.  Briefs  shall  be  hied  with  the  Commission  and  served 
upon  the  adverse  party  oi'  parties  by  the  complainant,  within  hfteen 
days  after  the  receipt  of  copy  of  the  testimony  where  the  same  is 
ordered,  otherwise,  after  the  same  has  been  concluded,  and  by  the 
other  party  or  parties,  within  ten  days  after  receipt  of  complainant’s 
brief,  and  the  complainant  shall  have  hve  days  additional  time  for 
reply.  Different  times  may  be  specially  ordered  in  any  case.  Ten 
copies  of  each  brief  shall  be  hied  for  the  use  of  the  Commission 
with  the  Secretary,  and  shall  be  accompanied  by  advice  of  the  date 
and  manner  of  service  ujton  the  adverse  party.  At  least  three  copies 
shall  in  each  case  be  served  ii]»on  the  adverse  party  or  parties. 
Briefs  and  other  papers  shall  be  printed  and  shall  be  nine  (9) 
inches  long  and  six  (6)  inches  wide,  with  a margin  of  not  less  than 
one  (1)  inch,  except  in  special  cases,  when,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Commission  printing  is  impracticable,  upon  special  order  they  may 
be  typewritten. 

RULE  21. 

Service  and  Effect  of  Orders. 

The  manner  of  service,  and  effect  of  orders  of  the  Commission, 
shall  be  as  specifically  prescribed  by  The  Public  Service  Company 
Law. 

RULE  22. 

Financial  Condition.  Term  as  used  in  these  Rules  Defined. 

Whenever  a corporation,  subject  to  The  Public  Service  Company 
Law,  is  required  or  called  upon  to  disclose  its  financial  condition, 
such  financial  condition  shall  be  given,  so  far  as  practicable,  in  ap- 
propriate schedules  annexed  to,  and  referred  to,  and  properly  desig- 
nated in  the  petition.  Such  schedules  shall  show  the  following: 

1.  Date  of  incorporation  and  under  what  law  or  laws. 

2.  Amount  and  kinds  of  stock  authorized. 

3.  Amount  and  kinds  of  stock  issued. 

4.  Terms  of  preference  of  all  preferred  stock. 

5.  Brief  description  of  each  mortgage  upon  property  of  the  cor- 
poration, giving  date  of  execution,  name  of  trustee,  amount  of  in- 
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debtedness  authorized  to  be  secured  thereby,  and  amount  of  in- 
debtedness actually  secured  and  outstanding,  and  brief  description 
of  the  mortgaged  property"  or  collateral. 

G.  Number  and  amount  of  bonds  authorized  and  issued,  describ- 
ing each  class  separately,  giving  date  of  issue,  par  value,  rate  of 
interest,  date  of  maturity,  and  how  secui’ed. 

7.  Other  indebtedness  of  all  kinds,  giving  same  by  classes  and  de- 
scribing security,  if  any. 

8.  Amount  of  interest  paid  during  previous  fiscal  year,  and  rate 
thereof,  and  if  different  rates  were  paid,  amount  paid  at  each  rate. 

9.  Amount  of  dividends  paid  during  previous  fiscal  year,  and 
rate  thereof,  and  statement  of  the  Profit  and  Loss  Account  foi'  the 
last  five  years  previous  to  the  filing  of  such  statement. 

10.  Classified  statement  of  earnings  and  expenditures  for  the 
previous  fiscal  year,  and  balance  sheet  showing  condition  at  close 
of  the  year,  and  such  additional  information  as  the  Commissior 
may  at  any  time  require. 

RULE  23. 

Applications. — General  Requirements. 

All  applications  must  be  by  petition,  in  writing,  dated,  signed  and 
duly  verified  by  the  applicant,  and  shall  in  all  respects  conform  to 
the  specific  requirements  of  the  lules  governing  any  particular  appli- 
cation. 

The  petition  must  set  forth  the  name  and  post  office  address  of 
the  applicant,  and  must  show  the  name  and  address  of  its  attorney, 
if  any,  and  must  contain  a clear  statement  of  the  facts  on  which 
the  application  is  based,  with  a request  for  the  finding,  determina- 
tion, order,  approval  or  certificate  desired,  and  a reference  to  the 
particular  provision  of  the  law  requiring  or  providing  for  the  same. 

Three  copies  of  the  petition  shall  be  filed  with  the  original. 

The  petition  must  contain  such  further  statements  as  may  be 
required  by  any  provision  of  law,  or  of  these  rules,  and  must  show 
in  detail  compliance  therewith. 

If  maps,  profiles  or  plans  are  filed  with  the  petition,  they  must 
always  be  filed  in  triplicate,  and  one  copy  thereof  shall  be  on  trac 
ing  linen,  unless  waived  by  the  Commission. 

Whenever,  under  any  of  these  rules,  any  map,  profile,  plan,  cer 
tificate,  statement  or  other  document  is  required  to  be  filed  with  a 
petition,  and  the  same  has  theretofore  been  filed  with  tlie  Commis- 
sion, the  petition  may  state  the  fact  of  such  filing,  with  the  date  and 
the  proceeding  in  which,  or  occasion  on  which,  the  filing  was  made. 
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RULE  24. 

Application  by  a proposed  public  service  company  for  approval  of  in- 
corporation and  of  beginning  of  the  exercise  of  any  right,  power, 
franchise  or  privilege  under  Article  3,  Sections  2 (a)  and  (b),  and 
Article  V,  Sections  18  and  19,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law. 
Applications  made  to  the  Commission  by  any  proposed  public 
service  company  for  a certificate  of  public  convenience  evidencing 
the  Commission’s  approval  of  the  incorporation,  organization  or 
creation  of  such  company,  and  of  the  beginning  of  the  exercise 
of  any  right,  power,  franchise  or  privilege  under  Article  3,  Sec- 
tion 2,  (a)  and  (b),  and  Article  5,  Sections  18  and  19  of  The  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  shall  be  by  j)etition  duly  verified  by  the  pe- 
titioner, and  said  petition  shall,  in  addition  to  the  requirements 
of  Rule  23,  contain  and  embrace  as  part  thereof — 

(1)  A certified  copy  of  the  right,  }>ower,  franchise  or  privilege 
under  any  ordinance,  municipal  contract  or  otherwise. 

(2)  Tlie  financial  condition  of  the  a]»plicant  as  defined  in 
Rule  22. 

{■])  The  manner  in  which  it  propo.ses  to  finance  the  proposed 
exercise  of  the  right,  power,  franchise  or  privilege. 

(1)  The  nature  and  chai'acter  of  the  service,  a detailed  de- 
scription of  the  locality  to  be  served,  and  maps  and  pro- 
files showing  the  streets,  avenues  and  all  other  places,  lo- 
cations and  property  in  or  upon  or  along  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  exercise  such  right,  power,  franchise  or  privilege. 

(5)  The  name  and  location  of  the  principal  oftice,  plant  and 
facilities  of  every  public  service  company  with  which  the 
proposed  company  may  compete. 

(6)  A detailed  statement  of  tlie  facts  relied  upon  by  the  pe- 
titioner to  show  that  the  proposed  incorporation  or  begin- 
ning of  the  exercise  of  the  right,  power,  franchise  or 
privilege,  is  necessary  and  proper  for  the  service,  accom- 
modation, convenience  or  safety  of  the  puplic. 

(7)  An  affidavit  of  at  least  two  directors  that  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  applicant  to  begin  providing  service  within  a 
time  specified. 

NOTE:  The  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth  transmits  to  the 

Commission,  along  with  a certified  copy  of  the  Cei’tificate  of  Incor- 
poration, a certificate  to  the  effect  that  all  existing  laws  relative  to 
the  incoi-poration,  organizalion  and  creation  of  such  proposed  public 
service  company  have  been  complied  with. 

The  Commission  will  fix  the  time  and  place  of  public  hearing  on 
such  petition,  of  which  notice,  in  the  form  prescribed  below,  shall 
be  given  by  the  petitioner,  by  publication,  once  a week,  for  two  weeks. 
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tlie  last  of  vhich  publications  shall  be  at  least  live  days  preceding 
the  date  of  hearing,  in  a newspaper  published  at  the  county  seat 
or  seats  of  the  county  or  counties,  and  having  a general  circulation 
throughout  the  county  or  counties  in  wliich,  the  proposed  corpora- 
tion intends  to  construct  its  facilities  and  furnish  service  to  the 
public. 

FORM  OF  NOTICE  TO  BE  PUBLISHED. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  application  will  be  made  to  The  Pub 
lie  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  for  a 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience,  evidencing  the  Commission's  aii- 
proval  of  the  

(State  if  incorporation;  or  to  begin  the  exercise  of  any  right,  power, 


franchise  under  any  ordinance,  contract,  etc.) 

of  the 


(Name  of  Public  Service  Company.) 

the  purpose  of  which  is 

(State  purpose.) 

The  public  hearing  on  which  will  be  held  in  the  rooms  of  the  Commis- 
sion at  Harrisburg,  on  the day  of 


(Oai’j  (Month) 

at  when  and  where  all  persons 

(Tear)  (Hour) 


in  interest  may  appear  and  be  heard,  if  they  so  desire. 


Copies  of  the  said  petition,  with  notice  of  the  time  fixed  for  hear- 
ing, shall  be  served  by  the  petitioner  upon  the  public  service  com- 
panies with  which  the  proposed  company  may  compete,  and  proof  of 
such  service  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission  immediately  after  such 
service. 

RULE  25. 

Application  by  a Municipal  Corporation  for  a Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience,  under  Article  III,  Section  3-(d),  and  Article  V,  Sec- 
tions 18,  19,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law. 

Application  by  a municipal  corporation  for  a Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience,  under  Article  III,  §3-(d)  and  Article  V,  §§18,  19,  of 
The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  to  acquire,  construct;  or  to  begin 
to  operate  any  plant,  equipment  or  other  facilities  for  the  rendering 
or  furnishing  to  the  public  of  any  service  of  the  kind  or  character 
already  being  rendered  or  furnished  by  any  public  service  company 
within  the  municipality,  shall  be  duly  verified  by  the  petitioner  and 
shall,  in  addition  to  the  applicable  requirements  of  Rule  24,  contain 
or  embrace  as  part  thereof: 

1.  The  name  and  location  of  the  principal  office  and  plant,  equip- 
ment or  facilities  of  every  public  service  company  rendering  like 
service  within  the  municipality. 
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2.  The  names  of  the  executive  officers  of  such  public  service  com- 
pany, or  companies. 

3.  A general  statement  of  the  amount  and  character  of  service 
rendered  within  such  municipality  by  such  public  service  company 
or  companies. 

4.  A description,  accompanied  by  maps,  profiles,  etc.,  of  the  plant, 
equipment,  or  other  facilities  proposed  to  be  acquired,  constructed 
or  operated. 

5.  The  manner  in  which  it  proposes  to  pay  for,  or  finance  the  ac- 
qnisition,  construction  and  operation  of  the  proposed  plant,  equip- 
ment or  other  facilities. 

6.  The  facts  showing  that  the  approval  applied  for  is  necessary  or 
proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or  safety  of  the 
public. 

7.  The  name  of  each  and  every  corporation  with  which  the  pro- 
posed exercise  of  the  right,  power,  franchise  or  privilege  may  com- 
pete. 

The  (Commission  will  fix  the  time  and  place  of  public  hearing  on 
such  jielilion,  of  wliich  notice,  in  tlie  form  prescribed  below,  shall 
be  given  by  the  petitioner,  by  publication,  once  a week,  for  two  weeks, 
llie  last  of  which  publication  shall  be  at  least  five  days  preceding 
the  date  of  hearing,  in  a newspaper  of  general  circnlation,  published 
in  the  municipality  making  the  a])plication. 

FORM  OF  NOTICE  TO  BE  PUBLISHED. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  application  will  be  made  to  The  Public 
Service  Commission  of  the  ('ommonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  for 
a (certificate  of  Public  Convenience,  evidencing  the  Commission’s 


appro\  al  of to  acquire,  construct 

(Name  oi  Municipal  Corporation) 

and  operate  in  the  said 


(Character  of  service  to  be  rendered) 

The  public  hearing  on  which 

(Name  of  Municipal  Corporation) 

will  be  held  in  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  at  Harrisburg,  on  the 
day  of  at  

(Day)  (Month)  (Year)  (Hour) 

when  and  where  all  persons  in  interest  may  appear  and  be  heard,  if 
they  so  desire. 


Copies  of  the  said  petition,  with  notice  of  the  time  fixed  for  hearing, 
shall  be  served  by  the  jietitioner  upon  the  public  service  companies 
with  which  the  proj»osed  coni])any  may  compete,  and  proof  of  such 
service  shall  be  tiled  with  the  Commission  immediately  after  such 
service. 
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RULE  26. 

Application  by  a Public  Service  Company  for  a Certificate  of  Public 

Convenience,  under  Article  III,  § 3 (a),  and  Article  V,  §§  18,  19,  of 

The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  to  Renew  its  Charter  or  Obtain 

any  Additional  Rights,  Powers,  Franchises  or  Privileges,  by  any 

Amendment  or  Supplement  to  its  Charter  or  Otherwise. 

When  application  is  made  by  any  public  service  company  for  a 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience,  under  Article  III,  §3- (a),  and 
Article  V,  §§  18,  and  19,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  to 
renew  its  charter,  or  obtain  any  additional  rights,  powers,  franchises 
or  privileges,  by  any  amendment  or  supplement  to  its  charter,  or 
otherwise,  the  petition  shall,  in  addition  to  the  requirements  of 
Rule  24,  contain  and  embrace  as  part  thereof: 

1.  A certified  copy  of  the  charter,  and  all  amendments  or  sup- 
plements thereto,  of  the  applicant,  if  one  has  not  theretofore  been 
filed  with  the  Commission,  and  a reference  to  the  statute  or  statutes 
under  which  said  company  has  been  incorporated,  with  date  of  in- 
corporation. 

2.  If  the  additional  right,  power,  franchise  or  privilege  is  pro- 
posed to  be  obtained  by  any  amendment  or  supplement  to  its  charter, 
a certificate  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth  to  the  effect 
that  all  existing  laws  relative  to  such  amendment  or  supplement 
to  its  charter  have  been  complied  with. 

3.  If  the  additional  right,  power,  franchise  or  privilege  is  pro- 
posed to  be  obtained  otherwise  than  by  amendment  or  supplement 
to  the  charter  of  the  public  service  company,  a certificate  from  the 
proper  municipal  or  other  governmental  authority  to  the  effect  that 
existing  laws,  ordinances,  or  other  governmental  requirements  have 
been  complied  with. 

4.  The  facts  showing  that  the  approval  applied  for  is  necessary 
or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  convenience  or  safety  of 
the  public. 

The  Commission  will  fix  the  time  and  place  of  ]jublic  hearing 
on  such  petition,  of  which  notice,  in  the  form  prescribed  below, 
shall  be  given  by  tlie  ])etitioner,  l)y  ])ul)lication,  once  a week,  for 
two  weeks,  the  last  of  which  publications  shall  be  at  least  five  days 
preceding  the  date  of  hearing,  in  a newspa])er  ])nblished  at  the  county 
seat  or  seats  of  the  county  or  counties,  and  having  a general  cirrula 
tion  thronghout  the  county  or  comities,  in  which  the  riglit  to  construct 
its  facilities  and  furnish  service  to  the  ])ubUc,  will  be  given  by  the 
proposed  Amendment  or  Supplement. 
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FORM  OF  NOTICE  TO  BE  PUBLISHED. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a]»]t]icatioii  ^\•i]l  be  made  to  Tlie 
Ibibiic  Service  (A)iumissiou  of  Ihe  Oommoip.vealtb  of  I’einisylvaiiia, 
l»y  , for  a certificate  of  Public 

(Name  of  Public  Service  Company) 

Convenience,  evidencing  the  Coniinission’s  aj)])i'oval  of  

(State  nature 

The  public  hearing  on  wliich  will 

of  Amendment  or  Supidement) 

be  held  in  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  at  Harrisburg,  on  the 
day  of  


(Pay)  (MonUi)  (Tear) 

at wlien  and  wliere  all  ])ersons  in  interest 


(Hour) 

may  api»ear  and  be  heard,  if  tliey  so  desire. 


Co]>ies  of  file  said  i)etition,  with  notice  of  the  time  fixed  for  liearing, 
sl)all  be  served  by  tlie  ])etitioner  upon  the  public  service  companies 
with  which  the  ])ro]»osed  coni])any  may  coni])ete,  and  proof  of  such 
service  shall  be  tiled  with  the  Commission  immediately  after  such 
service. 

RULE  27. 

Application  by  a Foreign  Public  Service  Company  for  a Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience,  under  Article  III,  Section  3-(b),  and  Article 
V,  Sections  18  and  19,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  to  ob- 
tain the  Right  to  do  Business  within  this  Commonwealth. 

When  application  is  made  by  a foreign  public  service  company  for 
a Certificate  of  Public  Convenience,  under  Article  III,  §3-(b),  and 
Article  V,  §§  18  and  19  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  to  au- 
thorize such  foreign  public  service  company  to  do  business  within 
this  Commonwealth,  the  petition  shall  contain  and  embrace  as  part 
thereof  all  the  requirements  of  Riiles  22,  23,  and  24. 

The  Commission  will  lix  the  time  and  place  of  public  hearing  on 
such  petition,  of  which  notice  in  the  form  prescribed  below,  shall 
be  given  by  the  jietitioner,  by  publication  once  a week  for  two  weeks, 
the  last  of  which  publications  shall  be  at  least  five  days  preceding  the 
date  of  hearing,  in  a morning  and  evening  newspaper  published  in 
the  City  of  Harrisburg,  and  also  in  a newspaper  of  general  circulation 
])ublished  in  the  municipality  or  municipalities  where  the  proposed 
foreign  corporation  will  furnish  service  to  the  public,  if  the  charter 
rights  of  said  company  are  limited  to  any  jtarticular  municipality  or 
municipalities. 

FORM  OF  NOTICE  TO  BE  PUBLISHED. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  that  application  will  be  made  to  The 
Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pemisylvajaia>) 
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by a corporation 

(Name  o£  petitioning  company) 

of  the  State  of for  a Certificate  of 

(Name  state  in  which  incori'oratecl) 


Pnblic  Couteuience,  evidencing’  (he  Commission's  approval  of  the 
right  of  said  corporation  to  do  business  wilhin  this  Commoinveallh. 
The  nature  of  the  l)nsiness  to  be  ti-ansacted  and  service  rendered  is 
as  follows:  

(State  bvielly  the  nature  of  Innsiness  and  service) 

The  public  liearing  on  which  will  be  held  in  the  rooms  of  the  Com- 


mission iit  Harrisburg,  on  tlie day  of 

(Day)  (Month) 


at when  and  where  all  persons 

(Tear)  (Hour) 

in  interest  may  ai)]>ear  and  be  heaid,  if  tliey  so  desire. 

RULE  28. 

Applications  by  a Public  Service  Company  for  a Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience,  under  Article  III,  §3, -(c),  and  Article  V,  §§18  and  19, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  to  Sell,  Assign,  Transfer,  Lease, 
Consolidate  or  Merge  its  Property,  Powers,  Franchises  or  Privileges, 
or  any  of  them,  to  or  with  any  other  Corporation  or  Person. 

When  application  is  made  by  a public  service  company  for  a Cer- 
tificate of  Public  Convenience,  under  Article  III,  §3-(c)  and  Article 
V,  §§  18  and  19  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  to  sell,  assign, 
transfer,  lease,  consolidate  or  merge  its  property,  rights,  franchises 
or  privileges,  or  any  of  them,  to  or  with  any  other  corporation  or 
person,  the  petition  shall,  in  addition  to  the  requirements  of  Rule 
24,  contain  and  embrace  as  part  thereof: 

1.  A certified  copy  of  the  charter,  with  all  amendments  and  sup- 
plements thereto,  of  each  corporation  party  to  the  transaction,  or 
affected  thereby,  if  not  theretofore  filed  with  the  Commission,  and  a 
reference  to  the  statute  or  statutes  under  which  such  corporations 
have  been  incorporated,  and  dates  of  incorporation. 

2.  The  financial  condition  of  the  applicant  and  each  corporation 
party  to  the  transaction,  as  such  financial  condition  is  defined  in 
Rule  22,  and  a statement  of  the  manner  in  wliich  the  proposed  con 
solidated  corporation  is  to  be  capitalized  and  financed. 

3.  In  detail,  the  reasons  upon  the  part  of  each  applicant  for  mak- 
ing the  proposed  sale,  assignment,  transfer  lease,  consolidation  or 
merger,  and  the  facts  showing  that  the  transaction,  the  approval 
of  which  is  sought,  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommo 
dation,  convenience  or  safety  of  the  public,  and  all  other  facts  whicli 
should  be  known  by  the  Commission,  to  enable  it  to  pass  upon  the 
application.  Such  petition  shall  be  joined  in  by  all  the  parties  to 
the  proposed  transaction. 

4.  The  originals  of  all  contracts  of  sale,  assignment,  lease,  con- 
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solidation  or  merger,  and  of  all  other  writings  or  documents  which 
form  a part  of,  or  in  any  manner  affect,  the  proposed  transaction,  to- 
gether with  one  copy,  certified  by  the  parties  thereto,  of  each  of  such 
contracts,  writings,  or  documents,  and  a copy  of  any  and  all  fran- 
chises or  privileges  that  may  be  involved  in  such  transaction,  certi- 
fied to  be  such  by  the  proper  governmental  authorities  granting  the 
same. 

Tlie  Commission  will  fix  tlie  time  and  place  of  public  hearing  on 
such  petition,  of  which  notice,  in  the  form  prescribed  below,  shall 
be  given  b}^  the  petitioner,  Liy  publication,  once  a week,  for  two  weeks," 
the  last  of  wliich  publication,  shall  be  at  least  five  days  preceding  the 
date  of  hearing,  in  a newsi»aper  jmblished  at  the  county  seat  or 
seats  of  the  county  or  counties,  and  having  a general  circulation 
thi'oughout  the  county  or  counties,  in  which  tlie  jietitioning  public 
service  conijiany  has  constructed  its  facilities  and  is  furnishing  ser- 
\ ice  to  the  public. 

FORM  OF  NOTICE  TO  BE  PUBLISHED. 

Notice  is  hereby  gi\en  that  ai»plication  will  be  made  to  The 
Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania 
by  for  a Certificate 

(Name  of  petitioning  company) 

of  Ihiblic  Convenience,  evidencing  the  Commission’s  approval  of  the 


(Sttite  if  sale,  assignment,  transfer,  lease,  consolidation  or  merger) 

of  its  


to  tlie 


(State  if  property,  rights,  franchises  or  privileges) 


(Name  or  names  of  other  party  or  parties  to  transaction) 

The  public  hearing  on  which  will  be  held  in  the  rooms  of  the  Commis- 


si o,i  at  llarrislurg,  on  the day  of 

(Day)  (Month) 


at 


when  and  where  all  persons 


(Tear)  (IToiir) 

in  interest  may  appear  and  be  heard,  if  they  so  desire. 


RULE  29. 

Applications  for  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  to  Purchase,  Acquire, 
Take  or  Hold,  in  Absolute  Ownership  or  in  Pledge,  a Controlling 
Right,  Title  or  Interest  in  another  Public*  Service  Company,  under 
Article  III,  §6-(c),  and  Article  V,  §§18  and  19,  of  The  Public  Service 
Company  Law. 

When  application  is  made  by  any  public  service  company  for 
a Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  to  purchase,  acquire,  take  or 
hold,  either  in  absolute  ownership  or  in  pledge,  a controlling  right, 
title  or  interest  in  any  other  public  service  company,  under  Article 
III,  §6-(c),  and  Article  V,  §§  18  and  19  of  The  Public  Service  Com- 
pany Law,  the  petition  must  be  made  by  the  public  service  company 
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proposing  to  purchase,  acquire  take  or  hold,  and  must,  in  addition  to 
the  requirements  of  Rule  24,  contain  and  embrace  as  part  thereof: 

1.  The  financial  condition  (defined  in  Rule  22)  of  the  applicant 
and  of  the  corporation,  the  purchase,  acquisition,  taking  or  holding 
of  the  controlling  right,  title  or  interest  in  which  the  approval  of  the 
Commission  is  sought. 

2.  The  reasons  why  the  applicant  desires  to  purchase,  acquire, 
take  or  hold  the  controlling  right,  title  or  interest,  and  the  amount  of 
the  stock  or  securities,  or  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  right  in  such 
other  public  service  company  already  owned  or  held  by  the  appli- 
cant, if  any. 

3.  The  price  proposed  to  be  paid  for  such  controlling  right,  title 
or  interest,  the  terms  and  manner  of  payment,  the  market  value  of  the 
stock  or  other  securities  representing  such  controlling  right,  title 
or  interest,  and  the  highest  and  lowest  price  for  which  such  stock 
or  other  securities  sold  during  the  period  of  at  least  one  year  im- 
mediately prior  to  the  application,  together  with  the  dividends  or 
income  thereon,  if  any,  paid  for  a period  of  five  years  immediately 
prior  to  such  application. 

The  Commission  will  fix  the  time  and  i)lace  of  ])uhlic  hearing  on 
such  petition,  of  which  notice  in  the  form  i)rescribed  below,  shall 
be  given  by  the  petitioner,  by  publication,  once  a week,  for  two  weeks, 
the  last  of  which  publications  sliall  be  at  least  five  days  preceding 
the  date  of  hearing,  in  a newspa]ier  j>ublished  at  the  county  seat  or 
seats  of  the  county  or  counties,  and  having  a general  circulation 
throngliout  the  county  or  counties  in  which  the  Public  Service  Com- 
pany, whose  light,  title  or  interest  it  is  iirojiosed  to  ]»urchase  or 
acquire,  has  constructed  its  facilities  and  is  furnishing  service  to 
the  jmblic. 


FORM  OF  NOTICE  TO  BE  PUBLISHED. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  api*licalion  will  be  made  to  The 
Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Penn.sylvania 
b.l"  for  a (,-er- 

(Name  of  Petitioning  Company) 

tificate  of  Public  Convenience,  evidencing  the  Commission’s  aj)- 
proval  of  

(State  if  piircha.se  or  acquisition  and  if  absolute  or  pledRe) 

, of  the  controlling  right,  title  and  interest  in 

the  


(Name  of  public  service  company  whose  right  it  is  proposed  to  acquire) 

The  imblic  hearing  on  which  will  be  held  in 

the  rooms  of  the  Commission  at  Harrisburg,  on  the 


(Day) 

cfay  of,  at  

IMonth)  (Year)  (Hour) 


when  and  where  all  persons  in  interest  may  appear  and  be  heard, 
if  they  so  desire. 
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RULE  30. 

Long  and  Short  Transmission  of  Telegraph  and  Telephone  Messages. 

When  application  is  made  by  a telegraph  or  telephone  company 
for  a Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  to  charge  less  for  a longer 
than  for  a shorter  distance  service  for  the  transmission  of  messages 
or  conversations  over  the  same  line  or  route,  in  the  same  direction, 
under  the  provisions  of  Article  III,  §10,  and  Article  V,  §§18  and  19, 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  the  petition,  in  addition  to  the 
requirements  of  Rule  23  must  contain  and  embrace  as  part  there- 
of: 

1.  Such  facts  in  connection  with  the  matter  and  the  reasons  for 
the  desired  relief  as  may  be  relied  upon  by  the  applicant  as  justify- 
ing such  relief. 

2.  Such  schedules  or  data,  if  any,  as  the  Commission’s  applicable 
orders  or  instructions  may  from  time  to  time  specify. 

RULE  31. 

Application  under  Article  II,  §l-(d),  of  The  Public  Service  Company 
Law  for  Restriction  of  the  Number  and  Character  of  Tariffs  and 
Schedules,  and  number  of  Offices  or  Stations  at  which  such  Tariffs 
and  Schedules  are  required  to  be  Posted. 

When  application  is  made  to  the  Commission  for  permission  to 
limit  and  restrict  the  number  and  character  of  tariffs  and  schedules 
and  the  number  of  offices  or  stations  at  which  the  same  are  required 
to  be  posted,  under  Article  II,  §l-(d)  of  The  Public  Service  Company 
Law,  the  petition  shall,  in  addition  to  the  requirements  of  Rule  23, 
contain  and  embrace  as  part  thereof: 

A statement  in  detail  of  the  reasons  which,  in  the  view  of  the  ap- 
plicant, warrant  the  granting  by  the  Commission  of  the  relief  applied 
for,  and  such  other  facts,  data  and  information  in  connection  with 
the  matter,  as  may  be  specified  from  time  to  time  in  the  Commission’s 
orders  or  instructions. 

(See  Ceneral  Ciders  and  Amendments  or  Supplements  relative  to 
tills  subject  from  time  to  time  issued  or  to  be  issued.) 

RULE  32. 

Application  for  Permission  to  make  Changes  in  Tariffs  or  Schedules, 
upon  less  than  Thirty  Days’  Notice,  under  Article  II,  §l-(f),  of  The 
Public  Service  Company  Law. 

When  application  is  made  by  a public  service  company  under 
Article  II,  §l-(f)  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  allow- 
ance of  changes  in  taritfs  or  schedules  upon  less  than  thirty  days’ 
notice  to  the  Commission  and  to  the  public,  posted  and  published 
in  the  manner,  form  and  places  required,  with  respect  to  the  original 
uiiitfs  or  schedules. 
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Thp  rprjuiveiucuts  of  Genorol  Order  2so.  9,  or  oiiv  future  alterutions, 
changes  or  amendments  of  said  order,  shall  be  followed. 

A detailed  statement  of  all  the  facts,  circumstances  and  conditions 
relied  upon  by  the  petitioner  to  warrant  the  granting  by  the  Com- 
mission of  the  allowance  applied  for. 

RULE  33. 

Applications  for  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  for  the  Construction, 
Alteration,  Relocation  or  Abolition  of  any  Crossing  at  Grade,  or 
Above  or  Below  Grade,  under  Article  III,  §5,  Article  V,  §§12,  18 
and  19,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law. 

When  application  is  made  for  a Certificate  of  Public  Convenience, 
under  the  provisions  of  Article  III,  §5,  and  Article  V,  §§12,  18  and  19 
of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  for  the  construction,  alteration, 
relocation  or  abolition  of  any  crossing  at  grade,  or  above,  or  below, 
grade, 

(a)  Of  public  roads,  liighways  or  streets  by  railroads  or  street 
railways;  or 

(b)  Of  railroads  or  street  railways  by  public  roads,  highways  or 
streets;  or 

(c)  Of  lailroads  or  street  railways  by  railroads  or  street  rail- 
ways— tlie  ]tetition  shall,  in  addition  to  the  requirements  of  Rule 
23,  contain  and  embrace  as  part  thereof: 

1.  If  the  application  be  for  a Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
for  the  construction,  alteration  or  relocation  of  such  a crossing,  map 
on  scale  of  not  less  than  200  feet  per  inch,  showing  correctly  the 
location  of  all  tracks,  buildings,  structures,  property  lines,  streets 
and  roads  in  the  vicinity  of  the  proposed  construction,  alteration  or 
relocation,  or  which  may  be,  in  any  manner,  affected  thereby,  and 
also  complete  plans  and  specifications  of  such  proposed  construction, 
alteration  or  relocation. 

2.  Profiles  showing  ground  lines  and  proposed  grade  lines  of 
approaches  on  such  public  roads,  highways  or  streets,  railroads  or 
street  railways,  as  may  be  affected  by  the  proposed  construction, 
alteration  or  relocation,  and  in  case  of  grade  crossings,  these  maj)s 
must  .show  Ibat  no  other  constniction  is  feasible. 

In  case  of  a contemplated  crossing  of  a railroad  by  a railroad, 
the  profile  of  such  railroads  shall  show  the  customary  information 
for  not  less  than  one  mile  on  each  side  of  the  proposed  crossing. 

3.  If  the  application  be  for  the  construction  of  a crossing  at  grade, 
such  facts,  data  and  estimates  of  cost,  or  other  facts  and  data  re- 
lied upon  by  the  applicant  to  necessitate  or  warrant  the  granting  of 
permission  to  construct  such  crossing  at  grade,  together  with  a de- 
tailed and  accurate  description  of  such  safety  devices,  safeguards 
and  other  protective  means,  if  any,  as  the  applicant  may  believe 
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should  be  installed,  with  detailed  information  concerning  the  same, 
and  if  the  application  be  made  by  a public  service  company,  the  ap- 
plication shall  set  forth  also,  a specification  of  the  proposed  method 
of  operating  such  crossing  at  grade,  if  permission  to  construct  the 
same  be  granted. 

With  the  petition  to  construct  a crossing  at  grade  shall  be  filed  the 
maps  and  profiles,  plans  and  specifications,  above  specified  in  this 
rule,  and  all  other  data  and  information  which  may  be  specified 
from  time  to  time  in  the  Commission’s  general  orders  or  instructions, 
or  which  may  be  required  in  connection  with  any  particular  appli- 
cation. 

4.  If  the  application  be  for  the  abolition  of  such  a crossing  at 
grade,  the  petition,  in  addition  to  the  above  stated  requirements, 
shall  contain  and  embrace  as  part  thereof: 

An  estimate  of  the  cost  and  expense,  including  compensation  to 
the  owners  of  adjacent  property  affected,  together  with  all  facts,  data 
and  information  upon  which  such  estimate  is  based. 

5.  A statement  of  the  facts  relied  upon  by  the  petitioner  to  show 
that  the  construction,  alteration,  relocation  or  abolition  of  any  such 
crossing  is  practicable  and  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accom- 
modation, safety  or  convenience  of  the  public,  shall  be  set  forth 
in  every  such  petition. 

6.  With  the  petition  shall  be  filed  a detailed  statement,  verified  by 
affidavit,  of  the  number  of  persons  and  vehicles  of  all  kinds  using  the 
highway  at  point  of  crossing  for  at  least  one  week. 

7.  The  names  and  principal  places  of  business  of  all  other  public 
service  comj)anies  that  may  be  affected  by  the  construction,  altera- 
tion, relocation  or  abolition  of  such  crossing. 

Copies  of  the  said  petition  shall  be  served  by  the  }»etitioner  upon 
each  ])nblic  service  conq)any,  municipality,  corporation  or  depart- 
ment or  commission  of  tlie  Government  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania,  affected  by  or  concerned  in  the  construction,  altera- 
tion, relocation  or  abolition  of  such  cro.ssing,  and  proof  of  such 
service  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission  within  three  days  of  the 
filing  of  said  petition. 

Tlie  Commission  will  fix  the  time  and  place  for  public  hearing  on 
such  petition  on  which  notice  in  the  form  prescribed  below  shall  be 
given  by  the  petitioner,  once  a week,  for  two  weeks,  the  last  of  which 
publications  shall  be  at  least  five  days  preceding  the  date  of  hearing, 
in  a newspaper  of  general  circulation  published  in  the  municipality 
in  which  the  crossing  is  located,  and  in  the  event  that  no  such 
newspaper  is  published  in  that  municipality,  then  in  such  newspaper 
published  at  the  county  seat  of  the  county  in  which  the  said  crossing 
is  situate. 
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Notice  is  beieby  given  tbat  application  will  be  made  to  Tbe 
Public  Service  Commission  of  tbe  Comnionwealtb  of  Pennsjdvania  by 
for  a Certificate  of  Public  Conven- 


(Name  of  petitioner) 

ience,  evidencing  tlie  Commission’s  approval  of  tbe 
of  crossing 

(Construction,  alteration,  relocation  or  abolition) 

located  at 


(State  if  at  grade — or  above  or  below  grade) 

Tbe  public  bearing  on  wbicb  will  be 

(Here  give  location  of  proposed  crossing) 

held  in  tbe  rooms  of  tbe  Commission  at  Harrisburg,  on  tbe 

(Day) 


day  of  at  

(Month)  (Year)  (Hour) 


when  and  where  all  persons  in  interest  may  appear  and  be  beard, 
if  they  so  desire. 


NOTE: — For  the  crossing  of  the  facilities  of  one  public  service  company  by  those 
of  another,  not  covered  by  ta),  (b) , (c),  see  General  Order  No.  11  of  the  Commission. 

RULE  34. 

Petitions  for  Reparation  Under  Article  V,  §5,  of  The  Public  Service 

Company  Law. 

Application  by  any  shipper,  consumer,  user  or  patron,  for 
an  order  for  reparation  as  against  any  public  service  company, 
under  Article  V,  §5,  of  Tbe  Public  Service  Company  Law,  shall  be 
by  petition,  which,  in  addition  to  tbe  requirements  of  Rule  23,  shall 
contain  and  embrace  as  part  thereof; 

Such  facts  in  connection  with  the  matter  as  may  give  the  necessary 
information  or  as  may  be  prescribed  from  time  to  time  in  the  Com- 
mission’s orders  or  instructions. 

(See  General  Orders  and  Amendments  or  Supplements  issued  on 
Reparation.) 

RULE  35. 

Applications  for  Certificate  of  Valuation  in  Connection  with  the  Pro- 
posed Issue  of  Stocks,  Trust  Certificates,  Bonds,  Notes  or  Other 
Evidences  of  Indebtedness,  or  other  Securities,  under  Article  III, 
§4-(a),  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law. 

When  application  is  made  for  a Certificate  of  Valuation,  in  con- 
nection with  the  proposed  issue  of  any  stocks,  trust  certificates, 
bonds,  notes  or  other  evidences  of  indebtedness,  or  other  securities, 
under  Article  III,  §4,  (a)  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  the 
petition  shall,  in  addition  to  the  requirements  of  Rule  23  contain  and 
embrace  as  part  thereof; 
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The  statement  of  facts,  data  and  information  required  by  Article 
III,  §4-(b)  of  the  Public  Service  Company  Law,  to  be  shown  in  certili- 
cates  of  Notification.  Such  petition  shall  contain  such  additional 
facts,  data  and  information  as  the  Commission  shall,  from  time  to 
time,  determine  and  prescribe,  and  shall  be  signed  and  verified  by  the 
affidavit  of  the  treasurer,  auditor,  controller  or  other  acting  fiscal 
head  of  the  petitioning  public  service  company. 

The  ('oinmi.ssion  will  ti.\  the  time  and  place  of  public  hearing 
on  such  petition,  of  which  notice,  in  the  form  prescribed  below,  shall 
be  gi\en  by  the  pelilioner,  l>y  ]mblication,  once  a Aveek,  for  two  weeks, 
the  last  of  which  publications  shall  be  at  least  five  days  preceding 
the  dale  of  hearing,  in  a newspaper  ]»nblished  in  the  municipality 
where  the  ]irinci]ial  office  of  the  a])]>licant  is  located,  or,  if  there 
is  no  newse]>aper  jmblished  in  said  municipality,  in  a news])aper  pub- 
lished at  the  eonnty  seat  of  the  coniity  in  w’hich  said  office  is 
located. 


FORM  OF  NOTICE  TO  BE  PUBLISHED. 


Notice  is  hereby  giAen  that  ap]tlication  will  be  made  to  The  Ibib- 
lic  Seiwice  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Penn.sylvania  under 
the  ]tiovisions  of  The  Pnbli<-  Service  Company  Law,  for  a Certificate 
of  Valuation,  1)}^  the , Avhich 

(Name  ot  applicant) 

] imposes  to  issue  


(Amount  ami  def^cription  of  securities  to  be  issued) 

A jmblic  healing  on  this  a]»piication  will  be  held  in  the  rooms 
of  th.e  Commission  at  Harrisburg  on  the 

(Day) 

day  ot  10....  at  o’clock,  Avhen  and 

(Month)  (year)  (Hour) 

where  all  persons  in  interest  may  appear  and  be  heard,  if  they  so  de- 
sire. 


RULE  36. 

Petitions  or  Applications  for  the  Approval  of  Contracts  between 
Municipal  Corporations  and  Public  Service  Companies,  or  for  a 
Declaration  by  the  Commission  of  the  Terms  and  Conditions  upon 
which  it  will  grant  its  approval  of  such  Contracts,  if  at  all,  under 
Article  III,  §11,  and  Article  V,  §§18  and  19,  of  The  Public  Service 
Company  Law — and  Hearings  Thereon. 

1.  Applications  for  the  approval  of  contracts  between  municipal 
corporations  and  public  service  companies,  under  Article  III,  §11, 
and  Article  V,  §§  18  and  19  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  shall 
be  by  petition  for  a Certificate  of  Public  Convenience,  which  peti- 
tion, in  addition  to  the  requirements  of  Rule  23,  shall  set  forth  the 
facts  relied  upon  by  the  petitioner  to  show  that  the  granting  of  such 
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Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the 
service,  accommodation,  convenience  or  safety  of  the  public. 

Said  petition  shall  be  accompanied: 

(a)  By  the  original  contract,  the  approval  of  which  is  applied  for, 
executed  by  the  parties  thereto. 

(b)  By  a true  and  correct  copy  of  such  original  contract,  certified 
by  the  parties  thereto. 

(c)  Ten  additional  true  and  correct  copies  of  such  contract. 

2.  Applications,  before  the  consent  of  the  local  authorities  has 
been  obtained,  for  a declaration  by  the  Commission  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  upon  which  it  will  grant  its  approval  of  a contract  be- 
tween a municipal  corporation  and  a public  service  company,  if  at  all, 
under  Article  III,  §11,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law,  shall  be 
by  petition,  which,  in  addition  to  the  requirements  of  Rule  23,  shall 
set  forth  the  facts  relied  upon  by  the  petitioner  to  show  that  the 
granting  of  a Certificate  of  Public  Convenience,  upon  an  application 
therefor,  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  con- 
venience or  safety  of  the  public. 

Said  petition  shall  be  accompanied  by  ten  true  and  correct  copies 
of  the  proposed  ordinance  which  the  applicant  proposes  to  accept 
as  evidencing  the  proposed  contract  between  such  applicant  and  a 
municipal  corporation,  or  shall  be  accompanied  by  the  contract 
proposed  by  the  applicant  and  also  by  the  municipal  corporation, 
to  be  made  by  and  between  them,  however  evidenced,  and  containing 
all  the  terms,  stipnlations  and  conditions  thereof,  and  shall  be  further 
accompanied  by  a copy  of  the  notice  of  such  application  required  by 
Article  III,  §11,  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law  to  be  given  to 
the  local  authorities  concerned,  with  proof  of  service  of  such  notice. 
Such  notice  shall  specify  the  date  upon  which  such  application  to 
the  Commission  is  to  be  made  by  the  public  service  company. 

3.  All  such  contracts  submitted  to  the  Commission  for  approval 
shall  contain  the  following  provision: 

“It  is  hereby  understood  and  agreed  that  neitlier  the 
purpose  nor  intent,  nor  the  obligation  of  this  contract, 
if  and  when  approved  by  the  Public  Service  Commission 
of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  is  such  as,  to  im- 
pair or  in  any  wise  affect  the  exercise  by  said  Commis- 
sion of  any  of  the  powers  vested  in  it  by  the  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  approved  July  26,  1913.” 

4.  Upon  the  filing  of  the  petition  for  the  approval  of  the  con- 
tracts between  municipal  corporations  and  public  service  companies, 
or  upon  petition  for  a declaration  by  the  Commission  of  the  terms 
and  conditions  upon  which  it  will  grant  its  approval  of  such  con- 
tracts, if  at  all,  under  Article  111,  §11,  of  The  Public  Service  Company 
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Law,  and  under  this  rule,  the  Commission  will  fix  a time  and  place  of 
hearing,  which  shall  be  public,  and  of  which  due  notice,  in  the  form 
prescribed  below,  shall  be  given  by  the  applicant,  by  publication, 
once  a week,  for  two  weeks,  the  last  of  which  publication  shall  be  at 
least  five  days  preceding  the  date  of  hearing,  in  a newspaper  of 
general  circulation,  published  in  the  municipality  in  which  the 
contract  is  to  be  effective,  and,  in  the  event  that  no  such  newspaper 
is  published  in  that  municipality,  then  in  such  newspaper  published 
at  the  county  seat  of  the  county  in  which  the  municipality  is  sit- 
uate. 

FORM  OF  NOTICE  TO  BE  PUBLISHED. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  application  will  be  made  to  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  for  the 

approval  of  a contract *. 

between  

(Name  of  Municiiial  Corporation.) 

and : 

(Name  of  Public  Service  Company.) 

for  

(Here  briefly  specify  substance  of  contract.) 


The  public  hearing  on  which  will  be  held  in  the  rooms  of  the  Commis- 
sion at  Harrisburg,  on  the day  of 

(Day.)  (Month.)  (Year.) 

at when  and  where  all  persons  in  in- 

terest may  appear'  and  be  lieard,  if  they  so  desire. 

5.  Copies  of  the  petition,  with  notice  of  the  time  fixed  for  hearing, 
shall  be  served  by  the  petitioner  upon  the  public  service  company 
or  companies  with  which  it  may  compete,  and  proof  of  such  service 
filed  with  the  Commission  immediately  after  such  service. 

RULE  37. 

Other  Applications. 

All  applications  relating  to  matters  over  which  the  Commission  has 
jurisdiction,  and  which  are  not  governed  by  any  of  the  preceding 
rules,  shall  be  made  by  petition  and  shall  ' conform  to  the  require- 
ments of  Rule  23,  and  .such  other  rules  and  regulations  as  the  Com- 
mission may,  from  time  to  time,  prescribe. 

RULE  38. 

Practice  and  Procedure  on  Petitions — General. 

Upon  the  filing  of  any  petition  required  by  these  rules,  the  Com- 
mission will  examine  the  same  to  see  whether  it  establishes  a prima 
facie  case  for  action  on  the  part  of  the  Commission,  and  conforms  to 
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the  provisions  of  The  Public  Service  Company  Law  and  these  rules. 
If  the  petition  fails  in  any  of  these  respects,  the  Commission  will 
give  notice  of  the  defects  to  the  applicant,  who  may  correct  the  same. 

If  the  petition  be  found  to  establish  a prima  facie  case  for  action 
and  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  The  Public  Service  Company 
Law  and  with  these  rules,  the  Commission  may  appoint  a time  and 
place  for  a hearing  on  the  same,  as  may  be  required  by  law. 

The  Commission  will,  by  general  rule  or  order,  or  by  special  rule 
or  order,  in  each  case,  direct  what  notice  of  the  hearings  shall  be 
given  by  publication,  or  otherwise. 

All  hearings  shall  be  public  and  at  or  before  the  hearing  the  ap- 
plicant, or  petitioner,  shall  present  due  proof  of  the  publication  or 
service  of  the  notice  thereof,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Com- 
mission. At  the  hearing  the  applicant,  or  petitioner,  must  be  pre- 
pared to  establish  all  the  facts  alleged  in  the  petition  by  evidence, 
but  the  Commission  may,  in  its  discretion,  where  autliorized  by  law, 
in  any  case  so  to  do,  grant  the  application  upon  the  petition  and  ac- 
companying papers. 

The  applicant  must  furnish  for  the  use  of  the  Commission,  in 
reaching  a determination  upon  any  application,  the  originals,  or  cer- 
tified or  verified  copies,  of  all  books,  papers  and  documents,  as  the 
Commission  may  require.  The  failure  so  to  do  shall  be  ground  for 
refusing  the  application. 

RULE  39. 

Compliance  with  Orders. 

Upon  the  issuance  by  the  Commission  of  an  order  against  any  pub- 
lic service  company  or  companies,  such  public  service  company  or 
companies  must  promptly,  upon  comi)liance  witli  its  requirements, 
notify  the  Secretary  that  action  has  been  taken,  in  conformity  with 
the  order,  and  when  a change  in  rates  is  ordered  by  the  Commis- 
sion, such  notice  must  be  given  in  addition  to  the  filing  and  posting 
of  a tariff  or  schedule,  or  supplement  thereto,  showing  such  change 
in  rates. 
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Report  of,  at  Hazle  Street  crossing  of  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  in  Wilkes- 

Barre,  96 

Report  of,  filed  with  the  Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commission, 87 

Accounting  examinations,  448 

Accounts  and  statistics.  Bureau  of,  445 

Accounts,  uniform  system  of,  447 

Adams  Express  Company, 

Association  of  Ice  Cream  Manufacturers  of  Pennsylvania  vs., 138 

Brecht,  S.  K.  vs.,  13 

Foster,  A.  R.  vs.,  13-34 

Mutual  Film  Corporation  vs 126-216 

Nordstrom,  A.  ,1.  vs.,  121-200 

Pearsall,  J.  B.  vs., 16-109-1.54 

Schoen-Jackson  Company  vs.,  130-237 

Sloyer,  George,  vs.,  3-107-174 
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United  Switch  and  Signal  Company  vs.,  128-228 

Yerkes,  D.  M.,  vs.,  122-235 

Zuch,  Mrs.  Grace,  vs.,  17-72 

Administrative  ruling. 

No.  1,  485 

No.  2,  486 

Administrative  rulings,  issued  between  August  4,  1913,  and  June  30,  1914, 449 

Agency  station,  withdrawal  of,  at  Castlefin,  124-207 

Alba,  petition  for  train  stop  at,  118-197 

Albion,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 

Albion  Light  and  Power  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough, 254-298 

Albion  Light  and  Power  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  con- 
tract for  lighting  of  Borough  of  Albion,  254-298 

Allegheny,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  416 

Allegheny  Auto  Livery  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  approv- 
ing incorporation  of,  329-342 

Allegheny,  County  of. 

Approval  of  construction  of  overhead  crossing  in, 375 

Approval  of  undergrade  crossing  in,  376 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
road Company  for  re-location  of  public  road  and  abolition  of  grade 

crossing,  252-272 

Application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie 
Railroad  Company  for  construction  of  overhead  crossing  on  Dorsey- 

ville  and  Culmerville  Road,  254-299 

Allegheny,  Township  of,  Cambria  County,  Residents  of,  et  al.  vs.  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  Company,  4-107-165 

Allegheny  Valley  Street  Railway  Company,  Women’s  Club  of  Aspinwall  vs. , 7-65 

Allegheny  Valley  Water  Company,  Bondholders  of,  vs.  Borough  of  Taren- 

tum,  131 

Aliquippa,  alleged  inadequate  siding  facilities  at,  13-108-167 

Aliquippa,  Borough  of,  vs.  Aliquippa  and  Southern  Railroad  Company, 126 

Aliquippa  and  Southern  Railroad  Company, 

Borough  of  Aliquippa  vs.,  126 

vs.  Pittsburgh  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company,  132 

Allen,  James  J.,  vs.  Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Company, 19-74 

Allenport  and  Roscoe  Electric  Street  Railway  Company,  application  for 
approval  of  contract  with  Township  of  East  Pike  Run,  Washington 

County,  for  construction  of  facilities,  255-305 

Allentown, 

Train  service  to  and  from,  139 

City  of,  certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  sale  of  property 

and  franchises  of  Bethlehem  City  Water  Company  to,  369 

Allentown  and  Reading  Traction  Company, 

Bostdorff,  H.  A.,  vs.,  129-245 

Smith,  Catherine  D.,  vs.,  7-35 

Allison  Park,  alleged  discrimination  in  rate  for  school  tickets  between 

Etna  and,  123-213 

Altoona,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  to  Bedford  from, 124-223 

Altoona  Northern  Railroad  Company,  Wherry,  W.  R.,  vs.,  21-111-149 

Ambridge,  Borough  of. 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Pennsylvania 
company  granting  right  to  lay  water  main  under  railroad  tracks, 254-298 
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Application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Harmony  Water  Company  for 

sale  of  water  plant,  252-267 

American  Express  Company, 

Jenkins,  Thomas  C.,  vs.,  116-187 

Tate,  H.  W.,  vs.,  6-80 

Vulcan  Crucible  Steel  Company,  et  al.  vs.,  4-31 

American  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company, 

Application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Borough  of  Catasauqua  for 

construction  of  electric  plant,  252-275 

Certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  sale  of  property  and  fran- 
chises to  Lehigh  Valley  Light  and  Power  Company, 329-356 

American  Freight  Audit  and  Storage  Company  vs.  Pennsylvaina  Railroad 

Company,  et  al.,  20-111-168 

American  Plate  Glass  Company  vs.  Kane  and  Elk  Railroad  Company, 21-111-177 

American  Sheet  and  Tin  Plate  Company  vs.  Baltiomre  and  Ohio  Railroad 

Company,  136 

American  Steel  and  Wire  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 132 

American  Window  Glass  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Comapny, 135 

Angora,  inadequate  facilities  for  transferring  passengers  at, 3-73 

Annville, 

Alleged  excessive  rate  on  limestone  to  Cementon  from, 130 

Alleged  excessive  fare  to  Palmyra  from,  13-52 

AnnvUle  and  Palmyra  Electric  Light  Company,  application  for  approval  of 

contract  with  Borough  of  Palmyra  for  lighting  streets, 256-318 

Anthracite  coal,  rate  on,  into  the  City  of  Philadelphia,  6-108 

Antrim,  Township  of,  Franklin  County,  Residents  of,  vs.  Cumberland 

Valley  Railroad  Company,  127-241 

Apollo,  Borough  of. 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Kiskiminetas  Val- 
ley Electric  Company  for  lighting  streets  by  electricity, 253-291 

vs.  Apollo  Water  Works  Company,  132 

Apollo  Water  Works  Company,  Borough  of  Apollo  vs.,  132 

Apples,  alleged  excessive  weight  on  shipment  of,  Moravia  to  New  Wilming- 
ton , 124-228 

Applications  for  incorporations,  mergers,  abolition  of  grade  crossings,  etc., 

report  of,  327 

Arendtsville,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  two  contracts  with 

R.  B.  Myers  for  construction  of  electric  facilities, 256-324 

Archbald,  Borough  of. 

Complaint  as  to  dangerous  crossings  over  tracks  of  the  Delaware  and 
Hudson  Company  and  New  York,  Ontario  and  Western  Railroad 

Company,  421 

Statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  415 

Arthurs,  Biddle,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  16  44 

Ashland , 

Rate  on  soap  to  Summit  Hill  from , 17-66 

Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Schuyl- 
kill Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  for  furnishing  electric  service  in,...  251-257 

Borough  of,  et  al.  vs.  Schuylkill  Railways  Company,  1.34 

Ashton,  Chester  H.,  vs.  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 

Company,  124-235 

Aspinwall, 

Employee  of  Pensylvania  Railroad  Company  struck  by  overhead  bridge  at,  419 
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M^’ornen's  Club  of,  vs.  Allegheny  Valley  Street  Railway  Company, 7-65 

Auburn, 

Alleged  excessive  rate  on  coal  from,  21-111-162 

Alleged  refusal  to  issue  point  rate  on  brick  to  Hazleton  from, 117-185 

Auburn  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  et  al.,  certificate  of 
public  convenience  approving  sale  of  property  and  franchises  of  the  West 
Brunswick  Township  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  and  Port 

Clinton  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  to, 330-361 

Auburn  Shale  Brick  Company  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Com- 
pany, et  al.,  117-185 

Austin,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  The  Bell 
Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania  granting  free  telephone  service 

to  Borough,  256-318 

Avalon,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 

Duquesne  Light  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough, 251-260 

Avondale,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Avondale 

Borough  Light  Company  for  construction  of  facilities, 256-321 

Avondale  Borough  Idght  Company,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with 

Borough  of  Avondale  for  construction  of  facilities,  256-321 

Avon,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 

Duquesne  Light  Company  for  lighted  streets  of  borough, 251-252 

Avonmore,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 
West  Penn  Light  and  Power  Company  for  lighting  streets  by  elec- 
tricity,   253-290 

Babcock  Lumber  Company  vs.  Pittsburgh,  Westmoreland  and  Somerset 

Railroad  Company,  119-198 

Baden,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the 

Central  District  Telephone  Company  for  construction  of  facilities, 254-296 

Baggage,  checking  of,  at  points  of  transfer,  14-83 

Bailey,  IM.  N.  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania, 117-195 

Baldridge,  Thomas  C.  vs.  McKeesport  and  Duquesne  Bridge  Company, 129-247 

Baldwin,  William  P.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 18-48 

Baldwin,  Township  of,  application  for  the  approval  of  an  ordinance  contract 
with  the  Southern  Heat,  Light  and  Power  Company  for  supplying  elec- 
tricity,   251-260 

Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company, 

Accident  caused  by  derailment  of  freight  engine  near  Cook’s  Mills, 419 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  City  of  Philadelphia 

for  abolition  of  grade  crossings,  255-307 

American  Sheet  and  Tin  Plate  Company  vs.,  136 

Barron,  John  R.,  vs.,  19-110-154 

Blough,  William  G.,  vs.,  22-112 

Brown,  Charles  F.,  vs.,  120-290 

Cambria  Steel  Company  vs.,  133 

Davis,  J.  B.  & Sons,  vs.,  122-217 

Duquesne  Company  (The),  vs.,  115-183 

Findlay  Clay  Pot  Company  vs.,  131 

Glosser,  IM.  & Sons,  et  al.  vs.,  126-239 

High  Grade  Oil  Company,  Incorporated,  vs.,  135 

Kane  and  Elk  Railroad  Company,  vs.,  133 

McClintic-Marshall  Construction  Company  vs. , 136 

Miller,  Karl  F.,  et  al.  vs.,  118-208 

Monongahela  Connecting  Railroad  Company  vs.,  132 
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National  Coal  and  Ice  Company  vs.,  126-232 

National  Tube  Company  vs.,  132 

Pittsburgh  and  Allegheny  River  Railroad  Railroad  Company  vs., 133 

Rea,  Henry  B.,  vs.,  118-2(M 

Rosenbloom , J . H . , vs . , 19-84 

Sharah,  W.  H.,  vs.,  129-248 

Shumaker  Brothers  vs.,  15-109-151 

Steinbach,  Max,  vs.,  20-110-151 

Sun  Company  vs.,  137 

Union  Railroad  Company  vs.,  132 

Valley  Railroad  Company  vs.,  133 

Young,  John,  vs.,  123-213 

Bakerstown,  alleged  disc-riminatory  rate  on  horse  to  llartstown,  from........  118-204 

Bangor  and  Portland  Railroad  Company,  et  al.,  Dexter-Portland  Cement 

Company,  et  al.,  vs.,  138 

Bark,  alleged  overcharge  of  freight  rate  on,  Fairhope  to  Big  Run, 15-109-152 

Barnett,  Charles  H.  J.,  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,.  116-183 

Barron,  John  R.,  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company, 19-110-154 

Barr,  James,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 134-246 

Bartlett,  Clarence  H.  C.,  vs.  Philadelphia  Railways  Company, 8-.S4 

Bear  Gap  and  Numidia  Telephone  Company,  S.  M.  Pensyl  vs., 118-200 

Beaver  County  Street  Car  Service  Commission  vs.  Beaver  Valley  Traction 

Company,  1.5-71 

Beaver  Natural  Gas  Company,  application  for  certificate  of  public  con- 
venience approving  the  incorporation  of,  S29-.3.54 

Beaver  Valley  Traction  Company,  Beaver  County  Street  Car  Service  Com- 
mission vs.,  15-71 

Beaver  Valley  Water  Company,  Solon  C.  Thayer,  et  al.,  vs., 131 

Beck,  David  M.,  vs.  Susquehanna  Township  Water  Company, 131 

Bedford,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  from  Altoona  to, 124-223 

Bedford  Electric  Bight,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  application  for  certifi- 
cate of  valuation  approving  the  issuance  of  815,000  of  bonds, 329-347 

Beech  Creek,  alleged  discriminatory  rate  on  lumber  to, 122 

Beech  Creek  Branch,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  on, 124 

Beer  containers,  alleged  excessive  rate  on,  111-168 

Beer  kegs,  alleged  excessive  rate  on,  York  to  East  Berlin,  20-110-145 

Bell,  W.  B.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Lines  West  of  Pittsburgh, 8-108-149 

Bellefonte,  rate  on  lime  from,  4-107 

Bellevue,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  416 

Beilis,  Harry  E.,  et  al.,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,..  6-108 
Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania, 

Application  for  approval  of  contract  with  the  Borough  of  Austin 

granting  free  telephone  service  to  the  borough, 256-318 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Dover  for  the  construction  of  facilities,  25.3-278 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Dorranceton  for  the  construction  of  facilities,  2.55-317 

Application  for  approval  of  contract  with  the  Township  of  Haverford, 

Delaware  County,  for  construction  of  facilities, 255-306 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Kingston  for  construction  of  facilities, 252-277 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 
Lehigh  ton  granting  free  telephone  service  to  the  borough,  255-317 
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Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Mount  Wolf  for  construction  of  facilities, 252-277 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Myerstown  for  construction  of  facilities, 253-292 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

New  Cumberland  for  construction  of  facilities, 253-278 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

West  Chester  for  construction  of  facilities,  254-303 

Certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  sale  of  capital  stock  of  Pair- 

view  Telephone  Company  to,  329-360 

Certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  sale  of  certain  pi'operty  to 

Northern  Central  Telephone  Company, 329-352 

Certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  the  lease  of  certain  property 

to  Northern  Central  Telephone  Company,  329-352 

Certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  sale  of  real  estate  in  City 

of  Philadelphia  to  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 330-368 

Bailey,  M.  N.,  vs.,  117-195 

Barnett,  II.  J.,  vs.,  116-183 

Bonner,  James  B.,  vs.,  123 

Congdon,  Clement,  vs.,  122-212 

Pelin,  Charles  P.,  c&  Company,  vs.,  134-247 

Grant,  E.  W.,  vs.,  115-192 

Henderson,  John  J.,  vs.,  18-109-146 

Menzel,  Mrs.  Gustav,  vs.,  125-200 

Myers,  Prank  P.,  vs.,  20-111-144 

Philips,  George  M.,  vs.,  136 

Poorman,  W.  S.,  et  al.  vs 3-107 

Postal  Telegraph-Cable  Company  vs.,  158 

Schrenk,  Charles  W.,  vs.,  118-197 

Scott,  George  W.,  vs.,  17-79 

Slemmer,  B.  Prank,  vs.,  13-75 

Spring  Brook  Lumber  Company  vs.,  109-177 

Stephenson,  G.  H.,  vs.,  116-193 

Stroudsburg  and  Bushkill  Telephone  Company  vs.,  115-193 

White,  William,  Jr.,  vs.,  122 

Terkes,  D.  M.,  vs.,  5-82 

Beltmont  Board  of  Trade  vs.  Pittsburgh  Railways  Company,  7-56 

Bensalem  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience 
approving  the  merger  of  said  company  with  certain  other  public  service 

companies,  329-350 

Benton,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  from  Harrisburg  to, 139 

Berks  County  Parm  Bureau,  complaint  as  to  dangerous  crossing  over  tracks 

of  Reading  Transit  Company,  421 

Berwick,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  coal  dust  from  Mauch  Chunk  to, 127-222 

Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company, 

Application  for  approval  of  contract  with  the  County  of  Allegheny  for 
the  construction  of  overhead  crossing  on  Dorseyville  and  Culmerville 

road,  254-299 

Certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  issuance  of  $2,500,000 

of  bonds,  396 

Rea,  Henry  B.,  vs.,  118-204 

Bethayres,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  417 
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Bethel,  Township  of,  Allegheny  County,  certificate  of  public  convenience 

authorizing  grade  crossing  in,  350 

Bethlehem,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 
Bethlehem  Electric  Light  Company  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the 

borough  by  electricity,  252-267 

Bethlehem  City  Water  Company, 

Certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  sale  of  property  and  fran- 
chises to  the  City  of  Allentown,  330-369 

Goerlich,  C.  S.,  and  Shonk,  J.  J.,  vs.,  125 

Bethlehem  Electric  Light  Company, 

Certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  letters  patent, 329-357 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Bethlehem  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  borough  by  electricity, 252-267 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Counties  of 

Northampton  and  Lehigh  for  lighting  the  Broad  Street  Bridge, 2.52-276 

Bethlehem  Steel  Company  vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company  and  Phila- 
delphia and  Reading  Company,  133 

Bethlehem  Water  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  approving 

the  incorporation  of,  330-366 

Blair  Lumber  Company  vs.  Ligonier  Valley  Railroad  Company,  6-35 

Blairsville  Intersection,  train  service  between  Indiana  and, 123-207 

Blandon,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  417 

Blaney,  S.  D.  vs.  United  States  Express  Company,  19-81 

Bloomsburg,  alleged  collection  of  excessive  mileage  for  transportion  to  Phila- 
delphia, from,  120-188 

Blossburg, 

Alleged  insufficient  heat  in  cars  between  Morris  Run  and, 125-221 

Alleged  inadequate  station  facilities  at,  19-110-143 

Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Blossburg  Elec- 
tric Light  and  Power  Company  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  borough 

by  electricity,  2.52-266 

Blossburg  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company, 

Application  for  approval  of  contract  with  the  Borough  of  Blossbtirg  for 

lighting  the  streets  of  the  borough  by  electricity,  2.52-266 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Covington  for  the  construction  of  facilities,  253-288 

Application  for  the  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Covington  for  the  construction  of  facilities,  2.53-288 

Blough,  William  G.,  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company 22-112 

Blue  Mountain  Consolidated  Water  Company,  certificate  of  public  conveni- 
ence approving  sale  of  property  to  the  Plainfield  Water  Company, 330.363 

Blue  Mountain  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company,  Slate  Belt  Telephone 

and  Telegraph  Company  vs.,  128 

Biddle  Station, 

Alleged  unreasonable  increase  in  rate  on  coal,  to  Grapeville,  from, 1.36 

Alleged  unjust  increase  in  rate  on  coal  to  .Teannette  from, 1.35 

Bidwell,  report  of  accident  on  Connollsville  and  State  laiie  Railway,  at,....  97 

Big  Beaver,  Township  of,  Beaver  County,  application  for  approval  of  ordi- 
dinance  contract  wfith  Pittsburgh,  Harmony,  Butler  and  New  Castle  Rail- 
way Company  granting  right  to  construct  railroad  over  private  right-of 

way 254-297 

Big  Run,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  bark,  from  Fairhope  to,  .1.5-109-1.52 
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Billings  & Kelder  vs.  Lehigh  VaJIey  Railroad  Company  and  Delaware,  Lacka- 
wanna and  Western  Railroad  Company, 1.5-76 

Bills  of  lading,  alleged  refusal  to  issue,  117-195 

Birkle,  John  A.,  vs.  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railia>ad  Com- 
pany,   121-126-203-214 


Birdsboro, 

Alleged  excessive  rate  on  stone  from  Trap  Rock  to,  135 

Town  Council  of,  vs.  Reading  Transit  Company, 15-57 

Statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  418 

Birdsboro  Stone  Company  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,.  135 
Bituminous  coal, 

rate  on,  from  Clearfield  district  to  Lancaster, 6-108-125-157 

rate  on,  from  Clearfield  district  to  York, 14-129-156 

Boland,  W.  C.,  vs.  Central  District  Telephone  Company,  19-110-161 

Bonner,  James  B.,  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania, 123 

Books,  alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Lititz  to  Lansdowne, 1.3-52 

Bostdorff,  H.  A.,  vs.  Allentown  and  Reading  Traction  Company, 129-245 

Borland,  W.  C.,  vs.  Central  District  Telephone  Company,  19-110-161 

Boyer,  Lewis,  et  al.  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 1.39 

Braddock, 

Alleged  dangerous  condition  of  station  at, 129-248 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Duquesne  TJght  Com- 
pany for  lighting  streets  of  borough  by  electricity, 252-268 

Petition  for  flag  stop  at,  20-110-144 

Statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  414 

Bread,  alleged  excessive  rate  for  transportalion  of,  8-28 

Brenz,  William  P.,  vs.  Philadelphia,  Baltimore  and  Washington  Railroad 

Company,  115-129 

Brick , 

Alleged  discriminatory  rate  on,  for  short  haul  as  against  long  haul,....  121-206 

Alleged  refusal  to  issue  .ioint  rate  on.  Auburn  to  Hazleton, 117-185 

Rate  on,  Patton  to  IMuncon,  122-206 

Alleged  discriminatory  rate  on,  IMill  Hall  to  Burnside, 126-224 

Rate  on,  South  Side,  Pittsburgh,  to  South  Duquesne, 15-75 

Bridge,  ordinance  contract  for  contruction  of,  at  Long’s  Crossing,  Greene 

Township,  Franklin  County,  270 

Bridgeport,  statement  of  accidents  at  grade  crossings  in,  417-418 

Bridge  toll,  alleged  excessive  rate  of, 129-247 


Bristol  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience 
approving  merger  of  said  company  with  certain  other  public  service  com- 


panies,   329-359 

Brown,  Charles  F.,  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company,  120-190 

Brown,  W.  E.,  and  Company  vs.  Ligonier  Valley  Railroad  Company, 16-40 

Brubaker,  George,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company, 7-25 

Bruin,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  gasoline  to  Kane,  from,  135 

Bryn  Mawr  Branch,  alleged  excessive  steep  grade  on,  4-68 

Bucks  County  Electric  Railway  Company,  Langhorne  Board  of  Trade  vs.,..  13-70 

Bucks  Interurban  Railway  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance 

contract  with  Borough  of  New  Hope  for  extension  of  tracks, 252-274 

Buffalo  and  Lake  Erie  Traction  Company, 

Miller,  John  C.,  vs.,  20-85 

Wolf,  P.  C.,  vs.,  118-188 
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Buffalo,  Rochester  and  Pittsburgh  Railway  Company, 

American  Freight  Audit  and  Storage  Company  vs.,  20-111-168 

Certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  crossings  at  grade  in  the 
the  Borough  of  DuBois  and  Township  of  Sandy,  Clearfield  County,....  330-365 
Certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $881,- 

038.19  of  equipment  bonds,  384 

Certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

$349,000  of  bonds,  386 

Certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

$1,051,495.89  of  bonds,  ....." 385 

Fulton,  W.  C.,  et  al.,  vs., 124 

Buffalo  and  Susquehanna  Railroad  Company,  et  al.  Hurd,  (1.  R.,  vs., 129 

Burgettstown,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 418 

Bushyager,  A.,  & Company  vs.  Murraysville  Telephone  Company, 14-42 

Butler,  Borough  of. 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Butler  Light,  Heat 

and  Motor  Company  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  borough, 255-308 

Application  for  certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  construction 

of  viaduct  in  borough,  329-330 

Butler-Highfields  Water  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  ap- 
proving the  incorporation  of,  i 330-364 

Butler,  Light,  Heat  and  Motor  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordi- 
nance contract  with  the  Borough  of  Butler  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the 

borough,  2.55-.308 

Butler  Passenger  Railway  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  author- 
izing merger  with  Pittsburgh  and  Butler  Street  Railway  Company, 343 

Butter,  alleged  failure  to  deliver  at  non-agency  station, 116-187 

Buttonwood,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 417 

Bureau  of  Accounts  and  Statistics,  445 

Bureau  of  Engineering,  Report  of,  429 

Bureau  of  Rates  and  Tariffs,  Report  of,  431 

Burnside,  alleged  discriminatory  rate  on  brick  from  ^lill  Hall  to, 126-224 

Byrem,  C.  E.,  vs.  Riverton  Consolidated  Water  Company, 117-189 

Byrnedale,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  hay  from  Holden  to,  21-111-168 

Caine,  John  J.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 120-198 

Callahan,  J.  E.,  et  al.  vs.  Erie  Railroad  Company,  131 

Callaghan,  M.,  vs.  Springfield  Consolidated  Water  Company, 116 

Cambria  Inclined  Plane  Company,  Frank  D.  Geer  vs.,  1.39 

Cambria  Steel  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  Baltimore 

and  Ohio  Railroad  Company,  133 

Cambridge  Springs,  Borough  of,  complaint  relative  to  dangerous  crossing 

over  tracks  of  Erie  Railroad  Company,  421 

Cambria  Inclined  Plane  Company,  complaint  as  to  dangerous  condition  of 

line  of,  420 

Canfield,  Wayne,  vs.  United  States  Express  Company, 123-210 

Carbon  Telephone  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect 

to  the  issuance  of  $6,000  of  capital  stock,  385 

Carbondale,  City  of,  certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  construc- 
tion of  siding  in,  363 

Cars, 

Alleged  failure  to  furnish,  7-108 

Alleged  shortage  of,  118 

Alleged  delay  in  placing,  115 
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Alleged  insauitury  condition  of,  7-16-17-43-65 

Alleged  insanitary  condition  of,  between  Darby  and  Media, 17-72 

Alleged  insanitary  condition  of,  between  Milton  and  ^Yest  Milton, 128-236 

Insufficient  beat  in,  9-41 

Insufficient  heat  in,  between  Blossburg  and  Morris  Run,  125-221 

Alleged  insufficient  heat  in  vestibules  of,  ^ 6-7-33 

Alleged  insufficient  clearance  between  side  of  bridge  and, 8-108-149 

Alleged  overcrowded  condition  of,  5-13-18-31-32-59-68-126 

Alleged  overcrowded  condition  of,  Altoona  to  Bedford, 124-223 

Alleged  overcrowded  condition  of,  between  Latrobe  and  Ligonier, 5-68 

Street  railway,  passengers  on  front  platforms  of,  20-85 

Street  railway,  routing  of,  118-190 

Unheated  vestibules  of,  7-35 

Car  steps,  alleged  inconvenient  height  of,  127 

Car  shortage,  118-197 

Car  distribution,  alleged  discrimination  in,  6-9-16-27-40 

Carlisle  Gas  and  Water  Company, 

Certificate  of  notification  filed  by, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $10,000  of  bonds, 384 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $15,000  of  bonds, 384 

wi'th  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $79,000  of  bonds, 384 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $15,000  of  bonds,  387 

Car  service. 

Alleged  discrimination  in,  418 

Alleged  inadequacy  between  Harrisburg  and  Hummelstown, 6-61 

Alleged  inadequacy  of,  at  Chestnut  Hill,  19-74 

Carnegie,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 418 

Carnegie  Steel  Company, 

vs.  Erie  Railroad  Company,  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  Pitts- 
burgh and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company,  135 

vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  132 

Carpenter  Steel  Company  vs.  Metropolitan  Electric  Company, 123 

Carroll,  Township  of,  Cambria  County,  Residents  of,  et  al.  vs.  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company,  4-107-165 

Carter,  Henry  H.,  vs.  Columbia  and  Montour  Electric  Company, 120-198 

Cam,  D.  R.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  5-31 

Cassell,  H.  C.,  et  al.  vs.  Central  Pennsylvania  Traction  Company,  6-61 

Castanea,  Township  of,  Clinton  County,  application  for  approval  of  contract 
with  Lock  Haven  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  for  construction  of 

facilities,  254-301 

Castlefin,  withdrawal  of  agency  station  at,  124-207 

Catasauqua,  Borough  of. 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  American  Electric 

Light  and  Power  Company  for  construction  of  electric  plant, 252-275 

Statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  415 

Catherine,  Township  of,  Blair  County,  Protest  of  Penn  Central  Light  and 
Power  Company  against  the  crossing  of  its  facilities  by  the  Raystown 

Water  Power  Company  in,  347 

Cattle,  alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Woodbourne  to  Philadelphia, 120-187 

Cavanaugh,  ,1.  A.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 126-211 

Cauffiel,  Joseph,  vs.  Citizens’  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company, 138 

Cornplanter  Refining  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 108 
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Cecil,  Township  of,  Washington  County,  certificate  of  public  convenience 

authorizing  crossing  of  public  road  at  grade  in, 336 

Cement,  alleged  discriminatory  rate  on,  138 

Cementon,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  limestone  from  Annville  to, 130 

Cementon,  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  certificate  of  public  conve- 
nience approving  certificate  limiting  its  corporate  rights  and  powers  and 

validating  its  charter,  330-362 

Centre  Brick  and  Clay  Company  vs.  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River 

Railroad  Company,  121-206 

Central  District  Telephone  Company, 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Baden  for  construction  of  facilities,  254-296 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Greenville  for  construction  of  facilities,  253-282 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Sewickley  for  the  construction  of  facilities, 253-291 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Sharpsburg  for  construction  of  facilities,  253-292 

Boland,  W.  C.,  vs.,  19-110-161 

Certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

810,000,000  of  bonds,  379 

Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Pittsburgh  vs.,  124 

Dwyer,  V.  C.,  vs.,  117-184 

Rupp,  Elmer  F.,  vs.,  18-47 

Sperry,  A.  B.,  vs.,  118-217 

Wright,  Oliver  M.,  et  al.  vs.,  127-230 

Central  District  and  Printing  Telegraph  Company, 

Johnstown  Telephone  Company  vs.,  5-108-146 

Pierce,  James  B.,  vs.,  17-109 

Postal  Telegraph-Cable  Company  vs.,  -.4-107-158 

Powell,  William  W.,  Jr.,  vs.,  4 

Sheets,  U.  J.,  et  al.  vs.,  3-107 

Central  Pennsylvania  Traction  Company, 

Cassell,  H.  C.,  et  al.  vs.,  6-61 

Lehr,  F.  A.,  et  al.  vs.,  13-109-160 

Central  Railroad  of  Maryland,  certificate  of  public  convenience  approving 
merger  and  consolidation  with  the  York,  Hanover  and  Frederick  Rail- 
road Company,  364 

Central  Railroad  Company  of  New  .Jersey, 

Certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  crossing  of  tracks  of,  by 

facilities  of  the  Pennsylvania  Utilities  Company,  355 

Dexter-Portland  Cement  Comijany,  et  al.  vs.,  138 

New  .Jersey  Zinc  Company  vs.,  125 

Whildin,  Evan  T.,  vs.,  1.39 

Central  Railroad  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  Empire  Lime  Kilns  vs., 4-107-155 

Central  Taxicab  and  Transfer  Company  of  Reading,  certificate  of  public 

convenience  approving  the  incorporation  of,  329-346 

Central  Trades  and  Labor  Council  vs.  DuBois  Traction  Company  and  United 

Traction  Company,  5-69 

Certificates  of  Notification  filed  .Tanuary  1,  1914,  to  .June  30,  1914, 377 

Certificate  of  Notification  filed  by 

Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance 
of  $2,500,000  of  bonds,  396 
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Buffalo,  Rochester  and  Pittsburgh  Railway  Company, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $881,038.19  of  equipment  bonds, 384 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $1,051,495.89  of  bonds, 385 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $349,000  of  bonds,  386 

Carbon  Telephone  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $6,000  of 

capital  stock,  385 

Carlisle  Gas  and  Water  Company, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $10,000  of  bonds,  384 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $15,000  of  bonds,  384 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $79,000  of  bonds,  384 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $15,000  of  bonds,  387 

Central  District  Telephone  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

$10,000,000  of  bonds,  379 

Chester  Valley  Electric  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

$12,000  of  bonds,  380 

Citizens’  Traction  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $11,000 

of  bonds,  386 

Cleveland  and  Pittsburgh  Railway  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance 

of  $1,614,300  of  capital  stock,  387 

Connecting  Railway  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $541,000 

of  bonds  and  $503,000  of  capital  stock,  380 

Consolidated  Traction  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $500,000 

of  equipment  bonds,  387 

Counties  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

$174,000  of  bonds,  390 

Dauphin  County  Gas  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $7,000 

of  bonds,  389 

Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Company, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $64,000  of  bonds,  382 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $18,000  of  bonds,  383 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $89, .500  of  bonds,  384 

w'ith  respect  to  the  issuance  of  .$50,000  of  bonds,  387 

Easton  and  Northern  Railroad  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance 

of  $18,000  of  bonds,  395 

Erie  County  Electric  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $60,000 

of  bonds,  394 

Gaffney  and  James  City  Railroad  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance 

of  .$20,000  of  capital  stock,  393 

Hanover  Light,  Heat  and  Po'wer  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance 

of  $40,000  of  capit.al  stock,  387 

Hanover  and  IMcSherrystown  Street  Railway  Company, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $45,000  of  capital  stock, 387 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  .$249,000  of  bonds,  388 

Hazleton  Water  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $25,000 

of  bonds,  395 

Hollidaysburg,  Bedford  and  Cumberland  Railroad  Company,  with  respect 

to  the  issuance  of  .$20,000  of  bonds,  381 

Juniata  and  Southern  Railroad  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance 

of  $45,000  of  bonds,  386 

Lackawanna  Light  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $370,000  of 
bonds,  384 
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Lake  Erie,  Franklin  and  Clarion  Railroad  Company,  with  respect  to  the 

issuance  of  $60,000  of  bonds,  391 

Lehigh  Coal  and  Navigation  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

$18,000,000  of  bonds,  382 

Lehigh  Valley  Light  and  Power  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance 

of  $50,000  of  bonds,  385 

Lehigh  Valley  Light  and  Power  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance 

of  $50,000  of  bonds,  393 

Lehigh  and  New  England  Railroad  Company,  with  respect  to  the  is- 
suance of  $600,000  of  equipment  bonds,  389 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

$1,800,000  of  equipment  bonds,  386 

Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Company, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $1,000,000  of  bonds,  381 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $26,000  of  bonds,  393 

Mercer  County  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  with  respect  to  the 

issuance  of  $11,500  of  bonds,  394 

Metropolitan  Electric  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $28,000 

of  bonds,  392 

Montrose  Railroad  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $3,000  of 

bonds,  395 

New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $676, 743, .300  of  bonds,  380 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $70,000,000  of  bonds,  383 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $40,000,000  of  bonds,  387 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $4,214,000  of  equipment  bonds,  396 

Penn  Central  Light  and  Power  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance 

of  .$400,000  of  bonds,  381 

Philadelphia  and  Garrettford  Street  Railroad  Company, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $.50,000  of  bonds,  379 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $.30,000  of  bonds 383 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $.50,000  of  bonds,  383 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $100,000  of  bonds,  ,381 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $100,000  of  bonds,  383 

Pennsylvania  Lighting  Company, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $38,000  of  bonds,  385 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $13,000  of  bonds,  389 

Pennsylvania  and  Monongahela  Southern  Railroad  Company,  with  respect 

to  the  issuance  of  $9,000  of  bonds,  381 

Pennsylvania  and  New  York  Canal  and  Railroad  Company,  with  respect 

to  the  issuance  of  $1.35,000  of  bonds,  395 

Petroleum  Telephone  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $.50,000  of 

capital  stock,  380 

Philadelphia,  Raltimore  and  Washington  Railroad  Company,  with  re- 
spect to  the  issuance  of  $1,000,000  of  bonds,  379 

Philadelphia  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $2,000,000  of 

capital  stock,  379 

Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

$2,0000,000  of  bonds,  393 

Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  and  Electric  Company, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $.56,000  of  bonds 379 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $51,000  of  bonds,  382 
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with  resi)ect  to  the  issuance  of  $6,000  of  bonds,  384 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $258,000  of  bonds,  385 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $26,000  of  bonds,  388 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $41,000  of  bonds,  392 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $56,000  of  bonds,  394 

Pipe  Line  Refrigerating  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $120,000 

of  capital  stock,  391 

Pittsburgh  and  Butler  Railway  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance 

of  $1,750,000  of  capital  stock,  386 

Pittsburgh  and  Shawmut  Railroad  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance 

of  $4,500,000  of  equipment  bonds, 390 

Pittsburgh,  Shawmut  and  Northern  Railway  Company,  with  respect  to 

the  issuance  of  $525,000  of  receiver’s  certificates,  392 

Pittsburgh,  Youngstown  and  Ashtabula  Railway  Company,  with  respect 

to  the  issuance  of  $510,000  of  bonds,  393 

Portage  Water  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $50,000  of 

capital  stock  and  $50,000  of  bonds,  386 

Rohrerstown,  Landisville  and  Mount  Joy  Street  Railway  Company,  with 

respect  to  the  issuance  of  $3,500  of  capital  stock, 382 

Scranton  Electric  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $201,000  of 

bonds,  394 

Sharon  Water  Works  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $400,000 

of  bonds,  380 

Springfield  Consolidated  Water  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

$124,000  of  bonds,  382 

West  Houtzdale  Water  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $5,000 

of  notes,  394 

West  Penn  Traction  Company, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $7,700,000  of  bonds,  389 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $15,800,000  of  bonds,  390 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $162,000  of  bonds,  391 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $2,157,000  of  bonds,  392 

Westmoreland  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $839,000  of 

bonds,  388 

Westmoreland  Water  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $535,000 

of  bonds,  38', 

West  Reading  Water  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $5,000  of 

capital  stock,  385 

Windfall  Gas  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $6,000  of  capital 

stock , 380 

Wyoming  Valley  Water  Supply  Company,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

$30,000  of  bonds,  395 

Certificates  of  public  convenience  approving  incorporations,  mergers  and 
abolition  of  grade  crossings  issued  between  January  1,  1914,  and  June  30, 

1914,  329 

Certificates  of  valuation  issued  between  January  1,  1914,  and  June  30,  1914,..  329 

Cessna,  Daniel,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  124-223 

Chadd’s  Ford,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  fertilizer  from  Pliiladelphia  to, 17-109-143 

Chambersburg,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  between  Shippensburg  and,  .21-112-169 
Chambersburg,  Greencnstle  and  Waynesburg  Street  Railway  Company, 

Stouffer,  Edwin  D.,  vs.,  117 

Cherry  Tree  and  Dixonville  Railroad  Company,  Rank,  S.  K.,  vs., 18-72 


No.  27  INDEX.  545 

Page. 

Chester, 

Statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  414 

Alleged  excessive  rate  on  coal  to,  116-189 

and  vicinity,  residents  of,  vs.  Southern  Penn.sylvania  Traction  Company,  128-23G 
Chester  Valley  Electric  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  by 

respect  to  the  issuance  of  $12,000  of  bonds,  380 

Chestnut  HUl,  alleged  discriminatory  rate  on  coal  to,  121 

Chest  Road,  petition  for  flag  stop  at,  4-107-165 

Chickens,  alleged  excessive  rate  on.  Grove  City  to  Wilmington, 16-109-1.54 

Circulars,  issued  between  August  4,  1913,  and  June  30,  1914, 449 

Circular 

No.  5,  461 

No.  9-A,  463 

No.  10- A,  469 

No.  11-A,  477 

No.  12-A,  481 

Citizens’  Electric  Illuminating  Company,  et  al..  Mechanical  Refrigerating 

Company  vs.,  115-190 

Citizens’  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  Joseph  Caulfiel  vs.,  138 

Citizens’  Taxicab  Company  of  Eric,  certificate  of  public  convenience  ap- 
proving incorporation  of,  329-338 

Citizens’  Traction  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect 

to  the  issuance  of  $11,000  of  bonds,  386 

Citizens’  Water  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
with  the  Borough  of  East  Washington  for  furnishing  water  for  fire  protec- 
tion,   254-296 

City  Transfer  Company  of  Harrisburg,  Kelley,  M.  S.,  vs.,  124-210 

Clark,  D.  B.  & W.  .1.,  vs.  Erie  Railroad  Company,  119-218 

Clark’s  Mills,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  produce  to  .Tamestown  from, 9-108-164 

Claysburg,  overcrowded  condition  of  cars  between  Hollidaysburg  and, .5-31 

Clearance,  insufficient  between  cars  and  side  of  bridge,  8-108-149 

Clearfield, 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  coal  to  Osterburg  from, 1.36 

alleged  inadequate  train  service  between  Irvona  and, 21-111  179 

statement  of  accidents  at  grade  crossings  in,  417 

Clearfield  Brewing  Company  vs.  Clearfield  Water  Company,  130 

Clearfield  Hotel  Company  vs.  Clearfield  Water  Company, 131 

Clearfield  Textile  Company  vs.  Clearfield  Water  Company, 130 

Clearfield  Water  Company, 

Clearfield  Brewing  Company  vs.,  130 

Clearfield  Hotel  Company  vs.,  131 

Clearfield  Textile  Company  vs.,  130 

Cleveland  and  Pittsburgh  Railroad  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed 

hy,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $1,614,300  of  capital  stock ,387 

Clevenstine,  Walter  M.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 14-109-163 

Clifton  Heights,  Borough  of,  vs.  Sprinngfield  Consolidated  Water  Com- 
pany,   133 

Clinton, 

County  of,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Lock  Haven  Electric 

Light  and  Power  Company  for  construction  of  facilities, 2.54-302 

Township  of,  Butler  County,  application  for  a])proval  of  contract  with 
Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company  giving  right  to 
change  location  of  public  highway,  255-316 

3.5_27— 19U 
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Clough,  A.  J.,  vs.  Penusylvania  Railroad  Company,  19-60 

Coal, 

alleged  excessive  increase  in  rate  on,  to  Philadelphia  for  harbor  delivery,  138-139 

alleged  excessive  rate  on.  Portage  to  Eldorado,  125-239 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Clearfield  district  to  Lancaster, 6-157 

alleged  excessive  rate  on.  Auburn  and  Landingville  to  Hamburg, 111-162 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  to  Chester,  116-189 

alleged  unreasonable  rate  on,  Biddle  Station  and  Penn  Siding  to  Grape- 

ville,  136 

alleged  unjust  advance  in  rates  on,  destined  to  within  the  Capes,  137 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Penn  Station  to  Jeannette,  135 

alleged  unjust  increase  in  rate  on,  from  Penn,  Biddle,  Irwin  and  Hahn- 

town  to  Jeannette,  135 

alleged  discrepancies  in  weight  of  shipments  of, 124-221 

alleged  discriminatory  rate  on,  to  Germantown  and  Chestnut  Hill, 121 

alleged  discriminatory  rate  on,  Clearfield  district  to  York, 14-109-156 

anthracite,  rate  on,  into  Philadelphia,  108 

bituminous,  alleged  excessive  rate  on,  to  Lancaster,  6-108-125-157 

rate  on,  from  Lehigh  and  Wyoming  regions  to  Hazard,  Palmerton  and 

Lehigh  Gap,  125 

rate  on,  Moosic  to  Stroudsburg,  7-70 

rate  on,  Duncannon  to  Reading,  8-41 

cannel,  alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Clearfield  to  Osterburg, 136 

Coal  Centre,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  West  Penn 

Electric  Company  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  borough,  255-311 

Coaldale,  Borough  of,  et  al.  vs.  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Company,  .21-112-162 
Coaldale  Electric  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  the 

incorporation  of,  330-366 

Coal  dust,  alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Mauch  Chunk  to  Berwick, 127-222 

Coatesville, 

residents  of,  vs.  West  Chester  Street  Railway  Company, 3-63 

alleged  excessive  commutation  from  Philadelphia  to,  125 

statement  of  accidents  at  grade  crossings  at,  418 

Coffee  Run  Oil  and  Gas  Company,  application  for  certificate  of  public 

convenience  approving  the  incorporation  of,  329-353 

Colliday,  Frank  H.,  vs.  Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Company  and  South- 
ern Pennsylvania  Traction  Company,  3-73 

Collision , 

head  on,  accident  caused  by,  at  Sample  Station  on  line  of  Pittsburgh 

and  Butler  Railway  Company,  419 

rear  end,  accident  caused  by,  on  Pennsylvania  Railroad  at  Conemaugh,.  419 
rear  end,  report  of  Investigator  of  Accidents  on,  on  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
road near  Conemaugh,  422 

Collisions, 

statement  of  railroad  accidents  caused  by,  409 

statement  of  street  railway  accidents  caused  by,  410 

Columbia, 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  418 

Borough  of,  complaint  as  to  dangerous  crossing  over  tracks  of  Pennsyl- 
sylvania  Railroad  and  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Companies,.  420 

Columbia  and  Montour  Electric  Company,  Carter,  Henry  H.,  vs., 120-198 

Concurrences  in  tariffs,  filed  prior  to  June  30,  1914,  statement  of, 439 
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Conemaugh, 

rear  end  collision  on  Pennsylvania  Railroad  near,  419 

report  of  Investigator  of  Accidents  on  rear  end  collision  on  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  near,  422 

Conewago, 

alleged  excessive  fare  from  Mount  Gretna  to,  119-186 

Township  of.  Dauphin  County, 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  construction  of  grade  cross- 
ings in,  371-372 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Deodate  and  Hershey  Street 
Railway  Company  granting  right  to  construct  tracks  on  public  high- 
way,   255-313 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Elizabethtown  and  Deodate 
Street  Railway  Company  granting  right  to  construct  tracks  on  public 

highway,  2.55-313 

Conewago  Gas  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 

Borough  of  Spring  Grove  for  construction  of  gas  works,  252-275 

Congdon,  Clement  H.,  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,..  122-212 
Connecting  Railway  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect 

to  the  issuance  of  $541,000  of  capital  stock,  380 

Connellsville  and  State  Line  Railway,  report  of  accident  at  Bidwell,  on  line 

of,  97 

Conrad,  L.  H.,  et  al.,  vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company, 8-60 

Conshohocken, 

accident  caused  by  derailment  on  line  of  Reading  Transit  Company  at,..  419 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  stone  from,  122 

residents  of,  vs.  Springfield  Consolidated  Water  Company,  130 

Consolidated  Traction  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with 

respect  to  the  issuance  of  $500,000  of  equipment  bonds,  387 

Consolidated  Water  Company,  protest  against  the  Borough  of  Coudersport 
constructing  and  operating  water  plant  without  approval  of  Commission,..  329-339 

Coke,  alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Graceton  to  Indiana,  8-28 

Commodity  rates,  withdrawal  of,  on  crude  limestone  to  Monessen, 133 

Common  carriers,  circular  governing  issuance  of  power  of  attorney  by, 488 

Commonwealth  Telephone  Company,  Lloyd,  .lohn  C.,  vs.,  128-226 

Commutation  fare,  alleged  excessive,  Philadelphia  to  Coatesville, 125 

Commutation  rates,  17-55 

Complaints, 

table  of,  filed  with  the  Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commission  and 

determined  by  The  Public  Service  Commission,  107 

table  of,  filed  with  The  Public  Service  Commission,  July  26,  1913,  to 

June  30,  1914,  115 

reports  of,  filed  with  the  Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commission  and 
determined  by  The  Public  Service  Commission,  January  1,  1913,  to 

June  30,  1914,  141 

reports  of,  filed  with  and  determined  by  The  Public  Service  Commission, 

July  26,  1913,  to  June  30,  1914,  181 

Conyngham,  Township  of,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Eastern 
Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  for  lighting  streets  and 

highways,  254-304 

Coopersburg,  alleged  excessive  rate  of  fare  between  Allentown  and, 126 
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Coudersport,  Borough  of,  protest  of  Consolidated  Water  Company  against 
constructing  and  operating  water  plant  without  approval  of  the  Com- 
mission,   329-339 

Counties  Gas  and  Electric  Company, 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Borough  of  Schwenks- 

ville  for  construction  of  facilities,  254-300 

Certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $174,000 

of  bonds,  390 

Country  produce,  alleged  delay  in  transportation  of,  120-191 

Cox,  W.  H.,  & Company, 

vs.  Lake  Shore  and  Michigan  Southern  Railway  Company  and  Pennsyl- 
vania Lines  West  of  Pittsburgh,  4-36 

vs.  Lake  Shore  and  Michigan  Southern  Railway  Company,  5-108-169 

vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  5-107-171 

Coraopolis,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  418 

Cornish,  J.  W.,  vs.  Pairview  Water  Company,  115-208 

Cornplanter  Refining  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 7 

Cornwall  and  Lebanon  Railroad  Company, 

alleged  discrimination  in  acceptance  of  mileage  tickets  by, 128-229 

Hoffsommer,  A.  F.,  vs.,  119-186 

Covington,  Borough  of, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Blossburg  Electric 

Light  and  Power  Company  for  construction  of  facilities,  253-288 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Blossburg  Electric 

Light  and  Power  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough, 253-288 

Cowley,  Charles  E.,  vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company, 137-420 

Crafton,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 

Southern  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  252-271 
Crane  Railroad  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  the 
purchase  of  capital  stock  of,  by  the  Lehigh  and  New  England  Railroad 

Company,  371 

Crawford  & Bunce,  et  al.  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company;  Pittsburgh, 
Cincinnati,  Chicago  and  St.  Louis  Railway  Company,  Pennsylvania  Com- 
pany, and  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company,  134 

Crescent  Light  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 

with  the  Township  of  Crescent  for  construction  of  facilities,  254-301 

Crescent,  Township  of, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Crescent  Light  Com- 
pany for  construction  of  facilities,  254-301 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Southern  Heat,  Light 

and  Power  Company  for  construction  of  facilities, 251-265 

Cresson,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 416 

Crossing  facilities,  general  order  I’egulating,  451 

Crucible  Steel  Company  of  America  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, . .21,112-172 

Culbertson,  L.  J.,  vs.  Northwestern  Pennsylvania  Railway  Company, 6-33 

Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinary  contract  with  the  Township  of 
Greene,  Franklin  County,  for  construction  of  bridge  and  subway  at 

Long’s  Crossing,  252-270 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  City  of  Harris- 
burg for  the  construction  of  subways,  252-270 

Antrim,  Township  of,  Franklin  County,  residents  of,  vs.,  127-241 

Sharon,  S.  A.,  vs.,  19-83 
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Cunningham,  C.  A.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 123-207 

Cupalo,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 416 

Curry  Run,  alleged  discriminatory  rate  to  Philadelphia  from, 6-80 

Dallas, 

alleged  excessive  fare  from  Wilkes-Barre  to,  121-227 

alleged  delay  in  shipment  of  trees  from  Paxinos  to,  123-210 

Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Luzerne 

County  Gas  and  Electric  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough, 255-.310 

Charles  L.,  et  al.  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  1.34 

Dangerous  conditions,  complaints  and  petitions  relative  to, 419 

Danville,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 417 

Darby,  insanitary  condition  of  ears  between  Media  and 17-72 

Dauphin,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Harris- 
burg Light  and  Power  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  Borough, 2.50-325 

Dauphin  County  Gas  Company, 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $7,000 

of  bonds,  389 

Ludwick,  M.  L.,  vs.,  138 

Davis,  J.  B.,  & Sons,  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company, 122-217 

Dean,  F.  W.,  vs.  United  States  Express  Company,  14-39 

Deaves  & Moore  vs.  Springfield  Consolidated  Water  Company,  134-246 

Decker,  James  E.,  vs.  Ramey  Water  Company,  116-184 

Delaware  and  Hudson  Company,  The, 

Complaint  of  the  Borough  of  Archbald  as  to  dangerous  crossings  over 

tracks  of,  421 

Feld,  Jacob,  vs.,  19-110-143 

Delaware,  Lackawanna  and  Western  Railroad  Company, 

Billings  & Kelder  vs.,  L5-76 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  the  abolition  of  grade  crossings 

in  Hanover  Township,  Luzerne  County,  329-360 

Dexter-Portland  Cement  Company,  et  al.  vs.,  138 

Northampton  and  Bath  Railroad  Company  vs.,  : 1.33 

Delaware  River  Steel  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and 

Philadelphia,  Baltimore  and  Washington  Railroad  Company, 1.37 

Delayed  express  shipment,  19-81 

Delivery  service,  alleged  inadequacy  of,  17-72 

Demurrage  charges,  8-14-15-21-44-.57-108-112-126-148-211 

alleged  discriminatory,  21-111-177 

alleged  improper,  1.37 

.alleged  unjust,  137 

on  private  car,  ; 9-26 

Demurrage  regulations,  21-172 

Dents  Run  Railroad  Company,  Wolcott,  .1.  S.,  vs.,  18-79 

Deodate  and  Hershey  Street  Railway  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  the  Township  of  Conewago, 
Dauphin  County,  granting  right  to  construct  tracks  on  public  high- 
way,   255-313 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  the  Township  of  Derry, 
Dauphin  County,  granting  right  to  construct  tracks  on  public  highway,  2.55-314 
certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  construction  of  grade  crossings 

in  Conewago  and  Derry  Townships,  Dauphin  County, .3.30-.372 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  the  beginning  of  the  exer- 
cise of  its  right  and  franchises  under  its  charter, 330-370 
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Deppen  Brewing  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 17-46 

Derailment, 

accident  to  freight  engine  of  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company, 

caused  by,  at  Cook’s  Mills,  419 

accident  caused  by,  at  Conshohocken,  419 

accident  to  electric  car  due  to,  419 

accident  caused  by,  at  West  Hoffman  Station  on  line  of  Pittsbui’gh  and 

Butler  Railway  Company,  419 

accident  due  to,  on  Pennsylvania  Lines  West  of  Pittsburgh, 419 

report  of  Investigator  of  Accidents  on  accidents  caused  by,  on  Pittsburgh 

and  Butler  Street  Railway  near  West  Hoffman  Station, 425 

Derailments, 

statement  of  railroad  accidents  caused  by,  409 

statement  of  street  railway  accidents  caused  by,  410 

Derry,  Township  of.  Dauphin  County, 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Deodate  and  Hershey  Street 
Railway  Company  granting  right  to  construct  tracks  on  public  high- 
way,   255-314 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  construction  of  grade  crossing 

in,  372 

Dexter-Portland  Cement  Company,  et  al.,  vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Com- 
pany, et  al.,  138 

Dinsmore,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 418 

Dodson  & Moore  vs.  Pennsylvania  Southern  Railroad  Company, 14-53 

Dorranceton,  Borough  of, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  The  Bell  Telephone 

Company  of  Pennsylvania  for  construction  of  facilities,  255-317 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Luzerne  County 

Gas  and  Electric  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  2.55-309 

Dougherty,  Charles,  vs.  West  Penn  Railways  Company,  4-68 

Dough  ton  & Son  vs.  Pennsjdvania  Railroad  Company  and  Philadelphia  and 

Reading  Raihvny  Company,  122 

Dover,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  The 

Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania  for  construction  of  facilities, 2.53-278 

Dreifus,  Charles,  Company,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Co......  122-189 

Drinking  water, 

alleged  absence  of,  at  railroad  stations,  and  on  cars, 116-129-139-201 

general  order  providing  for,  on  passenger  cars  and  agency  stations, 451 

DuBois, 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  beer  containers  from  Hastings  to, 111-168 

borough  of,  certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  construction  of 

grade  crossings  in,  365 

DuBois  Electric  Ti'action  Company,  Board  of  Trade  of  the  Borough  of  Falls 

Creek,  vs.,  9-178 

DuBois  Traction  Company,  Central  Trades  and  Labor  Council,  vs.,  5-69 

Duff’s  .Tunction,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  at, 418 

Duplex  tickets,  protest  against  redemption  only  in  New  York, 8-45 

Duncannon,  rate  on  coal  to  Reading  from, 8-41 

Dunklebergers,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  between  Treverton  and,....  7-25 

Duquesne, 

railway  train  service  between  McKeesport  and, 7-64 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  at,  416 
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Duquesne  Company,  The,  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company, 115-183 

Duquesne  Light  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Avalon  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  251-260 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Ben  Avon  for  lighting  the  streets  of  borough,  251-262 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

of  Braddock  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  2.52-268 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  City  of  McKeesport 

for  furnishing  electric  current,  2.54-300 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

North  Braddock  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  2.51-261 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Borough  of  West  A^iew  for 

lighting  streets  of  borough,  251-26.5 

Murray,  Harry  H.,  et  al.  vs.,  126-212 

Dwyer,  V.  C.,  vs.  Central  District  Telephone  Company, 117-184 

Eagleville,  station  facilities  at,  3-30 

East  Berlin,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  beer  kegs  from  York  to, 20-110-145 

East  Broad  Top  Railroad  and  Coal  Company,  Neelyton  Supply  Company  vs.,  123-223 

East  California,  passenger  struck  at  station  while  alighting  from  train, 419 

Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  the  Township  of  Conyngham 

for  lighting  streets  and  highways,  2.54-304 

Gray,  John  M.,  vs.,  126 

Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Company, 

Boroughs  of  Lansford,  Tamaqua,  Summit  Hill  and  Coaldale  vs.,  21,112-162 

Borough  of  New  Philadelphia  vs.,  131 

Certificate  of  notification  filed  by, 

with  respect  to  issuance  of  $64,000  of  bonds,  .382 

with  respect  to  issuance  of  $18,000  of  bonds,  383 

with  respect  to  issuance  of  $89,000  of  bonds,  384 

with  respect  to  issuance  of  $.50,000  of  bonds,  387 

Certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  lease  with  Mauch  Chunk 

Heat,  Power  and  Electric  Light  Company,  329-358 

Certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  lease  with  P.  F.  Sharp, 330-366 

East  Hanover  Telephone  Company,  et  al.,  Keefer,  Horace  A.,  vs., 119 

East  Liberty,  alleged  overcrowded  condition  of  train  from  .Johnstown  to,....  126-211 
East  Marlborough,  Township  of,  Chester  County,  application  for  approval 
of  contract  with  East  Marlborough  Township  Light  Company  for  the 

construction  of  facilities,  2,56-319 

East  Marlborough  Township  Light  Company,  application  for  approval  of 
contract  with  Township  of  East  Marlborough,  Chester  County,  for 

construction  of  facilities,  2.56-319 

East  McKeesport,  rate  of  fare  to  East  Pittsburgh  from, 5-67 

East  Norriton,  Township  of,  vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Company,  128-2.36 

Easton  and  Northern  Railroad  Company,  certificate  of  Notification  filed 

by,  with  respect  to  issuance  of  $18,000  of  bonds,  395 

Easton  and  Western  Railroad  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience 

approving  in  corporation  of,  329-342 

Easton  Transit  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
with  Borough  of  South  Bethlehem  for  extension  of  tracks  over  certain 
streets  in  the  borough,  251-263 
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East  Pine  Run,  Township  of,  Washington  County,  application  for  approval 
of  contract  with  Allenport  and  Roscoe  Electric  Street  Railway  Company  , 

for  construction  of  facilities,  255-305 

East  Pittsburgh, 

rate  of  fare  from  East  McKeesport  to, 5-67 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  418 

East  Washington,  Borough  of, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Relief  Electric  Light, 

Heat  and  Power  Company  for  construction  of  electric  lighting  facilities,  253-289 
application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Citizens’  water  Com- 
pany for  furnishing  water  for  fire  protection, 254-296 

Eckert,  J.  G.,  vs.  Lehigh  Traction  Qompany,  16-78 

Economy  Telephone  Stock  Company,  The  Somerset  Telephone  Company  vs.,  125-240 
Eddystone  Manufacturing  Company  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway 
Company  and  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,...  138 
Edgar,  W.  A.,  vs.  New  York,  Susquehanna  and  Western  Railroad  Com- 
pany,   129 

Edinboro,  package  service  to,  110  150 

Edison  Electric  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Elizabethtown  for  lighting  the  streets  of  borough, 254-302 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Borough  of  Mount  Joy  for  light- 
ing streets  of  borough,  252-271 

Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company,  Weltmer’s,  A.  M.,  Sons,  vs., 127-225 

Edison  Light  and  Power  Company,  application  for  approval  of  contract 

with  Borough  of  Hellam  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  2.56-322 

Eichelberger’s  curve,  accident  due  to  derailment  of  electric  car  at, 419 

Einstein,  R.,  vs.  Penn  Public  Service  Company,  123-220 

Electric  companies, 

reporting  accidents,  July  27,  1913,  to  .Tune  30,  1914, 412 

statement  of  accidents  to  employes  and  others,  January  1,  1914,  to  June 

30,  1914,  426 

Electric  service, 

alleged  excessive  rate  for,  123-139-198-199-220-225 

alleged  discriminatory  rates  for,  127 

alleged  excessive  and  discriminatory  rate  for, 130 

alleged  inadequacy  of,  123 

alleged  refusal  to  extend  to  residence,  123-199 

alleged  refusal  to  furnish,  123-213 

Contract  for  construction  of  facilities  in — 

Avondale,  Borough  of,  321 

Arendtsville,  Borough  of,  324 

Blossburg,  Borough  of,  288 

Castanea,  Township  of,  Clinton  County,  301 

Clinton  County,  over  County  bridge,  302 

Crescent,  Township  of,  301 

Bast  Marlborough,  Township  of,  Chester  County,  319 

Kennett,  Township  of,  Chester  County,  320 

London  Grove,  Township  of,  Chester  County,  319 

New  Garden,  Township  of,  Chester  County,  320 

Schwenksville,  Borough  of,  300 

Springfield,  Township  of,  Montgomery  County,  283 

Washington,  Borough  of,  289 


No.  27.  INDEX.  553 

Page. 

Electric  service — Continued . 

West  Grove,  Borough  of,  321 

Wilkes-Barre,  City  of,  296 

Contract  for  lighting  streets  of — 

Albion,  Borough  of,  298 

Apollo,  Borough  of,  291 

Avonmore,  Borough  of,  290 

Bethlehem,  Borough  of,  267 

Blossburg,  Borough  of,  252-266 

Braddock,  Borough  of,-  268 

Butler,  Borough  of,  308 

Coal  Centre,  Borough  of,  311 

Conyngham,  Township  of,  304 

Covington,  Borough  of,  288 

Grafton,  Borough  of,  271 

Dauphin,  Borough  of,  325 

Elizabethtown,  Borough  of,  302 

EUwood,  Village  of,  280 

Farrell,  Borough  of,  305 

Freeland,  Borough  of,  252-266 

Greensburg,  Borough  of,  311 

Hellam,  Borough  of,  322 

Irwin,  Borough  of,  279 

Kittanning,  Borough  of,  322 

Lebanon,  City  of,  318 

Littlestown,  Borough  of,  268 

Manor,  Borough  of,  294 

McSheri’ystown,  Borough  of,  280 

Monessen,  Borough  of,  290 

Mount  Joy,  Borough  of,  271 

Myerstown,  Borough  of,  259 

New  Castle,  City  of,  305 

New  Eagle,  Borough  of,  290 

Pottstown,  Borough  of,  269 

Philadelphia,  City  of,  273 

Palmyra,  Borough  of,  318 

Robesonia,  Borough  of,  303 

Roscoe,  Borough  of,  310 

Sharon,  Borough  of,  294 

Sharpsville,  Borough  of,  ^ 295 

South  Brownsville,  Borough  of,  310 

Southwest  Greensburg,  Borough  of,  289 

South  Williamsport,  Borough  of,  267 

Summit  Hill,  Borough  of,  304 

West  View,  Borough  of,  251-265 

Contract  for — 

lighting  Broad  Street  Bridge  in  Borough  of  Bethlehem, 276 

construction  of  electric  plant  in  Borough  of  Catasanqua, 275 

furnishing  electric  current  to  the  Borough  of  Ellwood  City, 283 

installation  of  ornamental  standards  in  City  of  Harrisburg, 323 

furnishing  electric  service  to  Borough  of  McKeesport, 300 

construction  of  facilities  and  lighting  streets  of  Borough  of  Port  Clinton,  289 
lighting  Fairmount  and  Hunting  Parks,  Philadelphia, 274 
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lighting  parks  and  playgrounds  of  Philadelphia,  273 

furnishing  electric  current  to  pumping  station  in  Borough  of  Sharps- 

ville,  295 

Contract  for  supplying,  in — 

Avalon,  Borough  of,  260 

Baldwin,  Township  of,  Allegheny  County,  260 

Ben  Avon,  Borough  of,  262 

Crescent,  Township  of,  251-265 

North  Braddock,  Borough  of,  261 

Whittaker,  Borough  of,  261 

Application  for  certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  the  crossing 
of  facilities  of  the  Penn  Central  Light  and  Power  Company  by  the 
facilities  of  the  Raystown  Water  Power  Company  in  Borough  of  Mount 

Union,  341 

Protest  of  Penn  Central  Light  and  Power  Company  against  the  crossing 
of  its  facilities  by  the  facilities  of  the  Raystown  Water  Power  Company,  347 

In  Borough  of  Ashland,  257 

Electric  Lighting  service, 

alleged  excessive  rate  for,  121-199 

alleged  refusal  to  furnish,  123-199 

alleged  refusal  to  furnish  at  Summerdale,  119-223 

Electric  power,  alleged  discriminatory  rate  for,  115-190 

Electric  power  service,  alleged  excessive  rate  for,  127-225 

Electric  utilities,  rules  and  regulations  pertaining  to,  469 

Elizabethtown,  Borough  of, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Edison  Electric 

Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  254-302 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Elizabethtown  and 
Deodate  Street  Railway  Company  granting  right  to  construct  tracks 

on  certain  streets  of  borough,  255-311 

Elizabethtown  and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Township  of  Conewago,  Dauphin 

County,  granting  right  to  construct  tracks  on  public  highway, 255-313 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Borough  of  Elizabeth- 
town granting  right  to  construct  tracks  on  certain  streets  of  borough,..  255-312 
application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Township  of  Mount  Joy,  Lan- 
caster County,  granting  right  to  construct  tracks  on  public  highways,.  255-312 
certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  the  beginning  of  the  exercise 

of  its  right  and  franchises  under  its  charter, 330-370 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  construction  of  grade  crossings 
in  the  Townships  of  Mount  Joy,  Lancaster  County,  and  Conewago, 

Dauphin  County,  330-371 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  an  amendment  to  its  char- 
ter,   330-370 

Elk  Lick,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  fertilizer  from  Philadelphia  to, 14-219 

Elkwood,  ordinance  contract  for  lighting  streets  of, 280 

Ellwood  City, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Harmony  Electric 

Company  for  furnishing  electric  current  to  borough, 253-283 

Health  District  of,  vs.  Pittsburgh,  Harmony,  Butler  and  New  Castle 

Railway  Company,  139 

Eldorado,  excessive  rate  on  coal  from  Portage  to,  131-239 

Empire  Lime  Kilns  vs.  Central  Railroad  Company  of  Pennsylvania, 4-107-155 
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Emporium  Junction,  station  facilities  at,  4-74 

Engineering,  report  of  Bureau  of,  429 

Enon  Valley,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  shipment  from  Spring  Grove  to, 127-235 

Ephrata  and  Lebanon  Traction  Company, 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  the  purchase  of  the  capital 

stock  by  the  Ephrata  and  Lebanon  Street  Railway  Company, 367 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  incorporation  of,  330-367 

Ephrata  and  Lebanon  Street  Railway  Company, 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  the  purchase  of  the  capital 

stock  of  the  Ephrata  and  Lebanon  Traction  Company, 330-367 

Nies,  George  L.,  vs.,  14-37 

Equipment, 

statement  of  railroad  accidents  caused  by  failure  of,  409 

statement  of  street  railway  accidents  caused  by  defect  in, 411 

Equitable  Gas  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Borough  of  IMuuhall 

for  the  supply  of  natural  gas,  252-269 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  City  of  Pittsburgh 
for  furnishing  gas  for  use  at  Lincoln,  Garfield  and  IMission  Street 

Pumping  Stations,  253-281 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  City  of  Pittsburgh 

for  furnishing  gas  for  use  at  Northside  City  Horae, 253-282 

Rivett,  Cecelia  H.,  vs.,  136 

Erie,  City  of, 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany for  the  construction  of  railroad  siding, 2.56-323 

certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  construction  siding  in, 343 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  415 

Erie  County  Electric  Company, 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $80,000 

of  bonds,  394 

Thompson,  James,  and  M.  A.  Hanna  & Company  vs.,  127 

Erie  Railroad  Company, 

Callahan,  J.  E.,  et  al.  vs.,  131 

Carnegie  Steel  Company  vs.,  135 

Clark,  D.  B.  &W.  J.,  vs.,  119-218 

Feld,  Jacob,  vs.,  19-110-143 

Lininger,  J.  M.,  vs.,  5-38 

Newman,  William,  vs.,  120 

Rider,  John  T.,  8-45 

Smith,  F.  B.,  et  al.,  19-110-143 

Cambridge  Springs,  Complaint  of  Borough  of,  relative  to  dangerous  cross- 
ing over  tracks  of,  421 

Shannon,  R.  F.,  complaint  of,  relative  to  dangerous  crossing  over 

tracks  of,  421 

Eriton,  alleged  excessive  rate  of  fare  from  DuBois  to, 5-69 

Ernst,  John  A.,  et  al.  vs.  Glenside  Water  Company, 1,34 

Eshleman,  H.  Frank,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 5-32 

Etna, 

alleged  discriminatory  rate  for  school  tickets  from  Allison  Park  to, 123-213 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  shipment  from  Spring  Grove  to, 127-235 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 414 
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Board  of  Trade,  complaint  against  Pittsburgh  Railways  Company  rela- 
tive to  dangerous  condition  of  roadbed,  420 

Eureka  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  Vickers,  Dilworth  P.,  vs., 123-199 

Examinations,  accounting,  448 

Excessive  fare,  Annville  to  Palmyra,  13-52 

Excessive  rate  due  to  capacity  of  car,  13-42 

Excelsior  Brass  Works  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 8-41 

Excursions,  general  order  regulating  notice  of  change  in  tariff  of  fares  for,..  453 

Express  agency,  discontinuance  of,  at  Moylan  Station, 130-237 

Express  companies, 

circular  governing  issuance  of  power  of  attorney  hy, 488 

statement  of  accidents  to  employes  and  others,  January  1,  1913,  to 

June  30,  1914,  426 

Express  delivery  service, 

alleged  inadequacy  of,  17-72 

alleged  lack  of,  in  Milbourne  Borough,  122-235 

Express  office,  proposed  removal  of,  from  Aliquippa  to  Woodlawn, 4-31 

Express  rates.  Van  to  Franklin,  13-34 

Express  service, 

alleged  delay  in,  126-216 

alleged  refusal  to  accept  freight  for  shipment  consigned  to  Wells-Fargo 

point,  128-228 

Facilities,  general  order  regulating  crossing  of,  451 

Fairhope,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  bark,  to  Big  Run,  from, 15-109-152 

Fairview, 

Petition  for  train  stop  at,  122-219 

Residents  of,  vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company,  122-219 

Fairview  Telephone  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  approving 
sale  of  capital  stock  of,  to  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,..  360 

Fairview  Water  Company,  Cornish,  .1.  W.,  vs.,  115-208 

Fall  Brook  Branch,  alleged  inadequacy  of  train  service  on, 124-229 

Falls  Creek, 

alleged  failure  to  extend  railway  line  to, 9-178 

Board  of  Trade  of  the  Borough  of,  vs.  DuBois  Electric  Traction  Com- 
pany,   9-178 

Fare, 

alleged  excessive  rate  of,  15-54-69 

alleged  excessive,  Annville  to  Palmyra,  13-52 

alleged  excessive,  between  Greencastle  and  Waynesboro,  117 

alleged  excessive,  from  Locust  Gap  to  Mount  Carmel 7-52 

alleged  excessive.  Mount  Gretna  to  Conewago,  119-186 

alleged  excessive,  Wales  .lunction  to  Lansdale, 117-195 

alleged  excessive,  Wilkes-Barre  to  Dallas,  121-227 

alleged  to  be  higher  from  Lemont  to  Lebanon  than  in  reverse  direc- 
tion,   119-186 

alleged  discriminatory,  5-67 

rate  of.  New  Hope  to  Philadelphia 112-153 

Farmers’  Telephone  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  approving 

incorporation  of,  329-345 

Farm  products,  alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Clark’s  Mills  to  Jamestown, 9-108 

Farrell,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 
Shenango  Valley  Electric  Light  Company  for  lighting  the  streets  of  bor- 
ough,   255-305 
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Fatalities,  to  employes  of  railroads,  January,  1913,  to  July  26,  1913,  state- 
ment of,  93 

Federal  Steel  Foundry  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and 

Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company, 116-189 

Feld,  Jacob,  vs.  Erie  Railroad  Company  and  The  Deleware  and  Hudson 

Company,  19-110-143 

Felin,  Charles  L.,  & Company,  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Penn- 
sylvania,   134-247 

Ferncliffe  Fishing  Club  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 139 

Fertilizer, 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  119-209-219 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Philadelphia  to  Chadd’s  Ford, 17-109-143 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Philadelphia  to  Elk  Lick, 14-54 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Philadelphia  to  Freemansburg, 119-185 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Philadelphia  to  Salisbury, 121-219 

Fischer,  E.,  vs.  Wilkes-Barre  Street  Railway  Company, 5-32 

Fiscus,  C.  C.,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company, 139 

Financial  statement, 

Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commission,  101 

The  Public  Service  Commission,  July  26,  1913,  to  June  30,  1914, 399 

Findlay  Clay  Pot  Company  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company, 131 

Pink,  E.  W.,  vs.  Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Company, 15-40 

Finney,  Raymond  A.,  vs.  C.  D.  Hazeltine  Water  Company, 136 

Fire  brick,  alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Johnstown  to  New  Kensington, 122-192 

Firemen,  administrative  ruling  relative  to  issuance  of  free  passes  to,  by 

railroad  and  railway  companies,  485 

Flag  stop,  petition  for,  at 

Braddock,  20-110-144 

Chest  Road,  107-165 

Star  Brick,  19-60 

Fleetwood  Gas  and  Fuel  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  ap- 
proving incorporation  of,  329-337 

Florin,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 416 

Poco  Oil  Company,  application  for  certificate  of  public  convenience  ap- 
proving incorporation  of,  329-348 

Portuna,  petition  for  re-location  of  railroad  station  at, 137-233 

Poster,  A.  R.,  vs.  Adams  Express  Company,  13-34 

Fowler,  William  T.,  et  al.  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 3-.30 

Foxcroft,  rate  on  building  stone  from,  115 

Francis  Brothers  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  124-228 

Franklin,  alleged  excessive  rate  from  Van  to, 13-34 

Frick’s  Imck  Station,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  at, 416 

Freeland,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Harwood 

Electric  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  252-266 

Freemansburg, 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  fertilizer,  Philadelphia  to,  119-185 

Borough  of,  vs.  Freemansburg  Street  Railway  Company,  137 

Freemansburg  Street  Railway  Company,  Borough  of  Freemansburg  vs., 137 

Free  passes,  administrative  ruling  relating  to  issuance  of,  by  railroad  com- 
panies,   485 

Free  transportation,  administrative  ruling  relating  to  granting  of,  to  min- 
isters of  religion,  486 
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Freight, 

alleged  delay  in  transfer  of,  at  Summerville,  14-53 

alleged  delay  in  shipment  of,  18-47 

alleged  improper  classification  of,  18-73 

alleged  excessive  rate  for  interchange  of,  in  Johnstown, 126-239 

alleged  improper  delivery  of,  17-47 

alleged  refusal  to  route  via  Williams  Valley  Railroad, 14-29 

alleged  unreasonable  regulation  requiring  shippers  to  assist  in  loading  of,  138 

alleged  unreasonable  rates  on,  145 

petition  for  transfer  of,  at  Lancaster,  6-79 

refusal  to  deliver  at  Jerome,  112 

refusal  to  deliver  at  Otto  unless  prepaid,  8-39 

refusal  of  company  to  receive  after  5 o’clock  P.  M . , 17-46 

regulations  governing  loading  and  unloading  of,  at  stations, 7-43 

Freight  agency,  petition  for  establishment  of, 14-39 

Freight  car,  alleged  delay  in  placing  of,  115-183 

Freight  rate, 

alleged  excessive,  on  scrap  iron,  19-143 

alleged  excessive,  on  merchandise,  18-79 

on  copper  wire,  18-73 

alleged  discrimination  in,  18 

French,  Harry  B.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  15-49 

Friend,  T.  W.,  Receiver  for  Kidd  Brothers  and  Burgher  Steel  Wire  Com- 
pany vs.  Pittsburgh  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company, 13-108-167 

Front  platforms  of  cars,  general  order  regulating  occupancy  of, 454 

Frey,  V.  K.,  vs  York  Water  Company,  128-244 

Fruit,  alleged  excessive  and  unreasonable  rate  on,  from  Pittsburgh, 134 

Pry,  II.  J.,  vs.  Huntingdon  and  Broad  Top  Mountain  Railroad  and  Coal 

Company,  6-27 

Pulton,  W.  C.,  et  al.  vs.  Buffalo,  Rochester  and  Pittsburgh  Railway  Com- 
pany,   124 

Furst,  J.  B.,  vs.  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Com- 
pany,   122-224 

Gaffney  and  James  City  Railway  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed 

by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $20,000  of  capital  stock, 393 

Galeton-Eldred  Water  Company,  Purdy,  Mabel  A.,  vs., 116 

Galvin,  W.  W.,  vs.  Lake  Shore  and  Michigan  Southern  Railway  Co., 9-108-164 

Gardeau,  Residents  of,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 16-77 

Garinger,  W.  R.,  vs.  Wilkes-Barre,  Dallas  and  Harvey’s  Lake  Railway 

Company,  121-227 

Gas,  alleged  inferior  quality  of,  135-217 

Gas  companies,  statement  of  accidents  to  employes  of,  and  others,  January 

1,  1914,  to  June  30,  1914,  420 

Gas  lighting  service,  alleged  overcharge  for,  128-215 

Gas  main,  alleged  excessive  charge  for  extension  of,  121-188 

Gas  meter,  alleged  failure  of,  to  correctly  register,  136 

Gasoline,  alleged  excessive  rate  on.  Bruin  to  Kane, 135 

Gas  service, 

alleged  discontinuance  of,  on  account  of  unpaid  bill, 116-234 

alleged  discriminatory  rate  for,  115-192 

alleged  excessive  charge  for  extension  of  gas  main,  121-188 

alleged  excessive  rate  for,  120-135-198 

alleged  inadequacy  of,  115-217 
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alleged  overcharge  for,  117-186 

failure  to  secure  at  residence  in  Penbrook,  138 

ordinance  contract  for  furnishing  gas  for  use  at  Garfield,  Lincoln  and 

Mission  Street  Pumping  Stations,  281 

ordinance  contract  for  construction  of  facilities  in  Borough  of  Hughes- 

town , 287 

ordinance  contract  granting  right  to  lay  ^nain  on  certain  streets  in  the 

City  of  McKeesport,  306 

ordinance  contract  for  furnishing  gas  for  use  at  North  Side  City  Home 

in  the  City  of  Pittsburgh,  282 

ordinance  contract  for  construction  of  plant  in  Borough  of  Spring  Grove,  275 

alleged  unjust  charge  for,  121-234 

Gas  service  utilities,  rules  and  regulations  pertaining  to,  463 

Gaylay,  George  B.,  et  al.,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Bor- 
ough of  Wampum  giving  right  to  construct  supply  pipes  in  the  streets  of 

borough,  256-325 

Geer,  Edward  R., 

vs.  Warren  and  Jamestown  Street  Railway  Company, 118-202 

vs.  Warren  Street  Railway  Company,  118-202 

Frank  D.,  vs.  Cambria  Inclined  Plane  Company,  139 

General  orders,  issued  between  August  4,  1913,  and  June  30,  1914, 449 

General  order 

No.  1,  451 

No.  2,  451 

No.  3,  452 

No.  4,  453 

No.  5,  453 

No.  6,  454 

No.  7,  454 

No.  7,  circular  letter  modifying,  4.56 

No.  8,  456 

No.  8,  circular  letter  modifying,  458 

No.  9,  459 

No.  10,  460 

No.  2,  alleged  failure  to  comply  with,  128 

Geise,  James  B.,  vs.  Jersey  Shore  Electric  Street  Railway  Company, 15-76 

Germania  Refining  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  et  al.,...  129 

Germantown,  alleged  discriminatory  rate  on  coal  to, 121 

Gettysburg  Gas  Company,  Kalbfleisch,  W.  H.,  vs.,  136 

Gettysburg,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  418 

Giannotti,  Philip,  vs.  Potter  Gas  Company, 128-215 

Girardville,  Borough  of,  et  al.  vs,  Schuylkill  Railways  Company, 1.34 

Glatfelter,  P.  H.,  Company, 

vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company  and  Western  Mary- 
land Railroad  Company,  122-220 

vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  4-62 

Gleasonton  and  Paddy’s  Run  Railroad  Company,  certificate  of  public  con- 
venience approving  incorporation  of,  329-358 

Glenburn,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 415 

Glen  Lyon,  rate  on  hay  from  Nanticoke  from,  15-54 

Glen  Rock,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  415 

Glenside  Water  Company,  Ernst,  John  A.,.et  al.  vs.,  134 
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Glosser,  M.  & Sons,  et  al.  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company  and 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  126-239 

Gocbnauer,  George  C.,  et  al.,  vs.  Riverton  Consolidated  Water  Co.,  124 

Goeriic-h,  C.  S.  and  Shonck,  J.  J.,  vs.  Betldeliem  City  Water  Co.,  125 

Goldsboro,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  iron  pulley  from  Reading  to, 115-184 

Graceton,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  coke  to  Indiana  from, 8-28 

Grade,  excessive  on  Bryn  Mawr  Branch,  4-68 

Grade  Crossing, 

Abolition  of,  in 

Allegheny  County,  375 

Greene  Township,  Franklin  County,  375 

Hanover  Township,  Luzerne  County,  376 

Harrisburg,  375 

Philadelphia , 376 

Wilkinsburg,  Borough  of,  307-376 

Certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  the  abolition  of,  in  Hanover 

township,  Luzerne  County,  360 

Complaint  as  to  dangerous  crossing  over  tracks  of  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
road Company  in  Borough  of  New  Florence,  420 

Complaint  of  Borough  of  Archbald  relative  to,  over  tracks  of  The  Dela- 
ware and  Hudson  Company  and  New  York,  Ontario  and  Western 

Railroads,  421 

Complaint  of  Borough  of  Cambridge  Springs  relative  to,  over  tracks 

of  Erie  Railroad  Company,  421 

Complaint  of  Borough  of  Lilly  relative  to,  over  tracks  of  Pennsylvania 

Railroad  Company,  421 

Complaint  of  Borough  of  Littlestown  relative  to,  over  tracks  of  Northern 

Central  Railway  Company,  421 

Complaint  of  Long  Swamp  District  School  Board,  Berks  County,  relative 

to,  over  tracks  of  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company, 421 

Complaint  of  Borough  of  l.ykens  relative  to,  over  tracks  of  Philadel- 
phia and  Reading  Railway  Company, 421 

Complaint  of  Borough  of  Mountville  relative  to,  over  tracks  of  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company,  421 

Complaint  of  Board  of  Supervisors  Oil  Creek  Township  relative  to,  over 

tracks  of  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  421 

Complaint  of  Oak  Lane  Park  Improvement  Association,  Philadelphia, 

relative  to,  at  Green  Lane  Crossing,  421 

Complaint  of  Reading  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  Berks  County  Farm 

Bureau  relative  to,  over  tracks  of  Reading  Transit  Company, 421 

Complaint  of  R.  F.  Shannon  relative  to,  over  tracks  of  Erie  Railroad 

Company,  421 

Lack  of  protection  at,  8-26 

Petition  for  elimination  of,  120 

Recapitulation  of  abolition  of,  373 

List  of  complaints  and  petitions  relative  to,  420 

Ordinance  contract  for  abolition  of,  in 

Philadelphia,  City  of,  307 

Allegheny,  County  of,  272 

statement  of  accidents  at,  of  street  railways,  410 

statement  of  accidents  occurring  at,  413 

unprotected,  statement  of  accidents  occurring  at,  413 
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protected,  statement  of  accidents  occurring  at,  414 

general  order  regulating  protection  of,  453 

abolition  of,  in  Greene  Township,  Franklin  County, 375 

certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing,  in 

Bethel,  Township  of,  Allegheny  County,  350 

Cecil,  Township  of,  Washington  County,  336 

Conewago  Township,  Dauphin  County,  371-372 

DuBois,  Borough  of,  365 

Derry,  Township  of.  Dauphin  County,  372 

Harbor  Creek,  Township  of,  Erie  County,  351 

Mount  Joy,  Township  of,  Lancaster  County,  371 

Philadelphia,  City  of,  320-357-358-368-369 

Sandy,  Township  of,  Clearfield  County,  365 

statement  of  accident  at,  in  ^ 

Allegheny,  416 

Archbald,  415 

BeUevue,  416 

Bethayres,  417 

Birdsboro,  418 

Blandon,  417 

Braddock,  414 

Bridgeport,  417-418 

Burgettstown,  418 

Buttonwood , 417 

Carnegie,  418 

Catasauqua,  415 

Chester,  414 

Clearfield,  417 

Coatesville,  418 

Columbia,  418 

Coraopolis,  418 

Cresson,  416 

Cupalo,  416 

Danville,  417 

Dinsmore,  418 

Duff’s  Junction,  418 

Duquesne,  416 

East  Pittsburgh,  418 

Erie,  ! 415 

Etna,  414 

Florin,  416 

Frick’s  Lock  Station,  416 

Glenburn,  415 

Glen  Rock , •.  415 

Hanover,  415 

Homestead,  416-418 

Horse  Run  Road,  415 

Hudson,  415 

Jerome  Junction,  414 

Johnstown,  416 

Kittanning,  416 

Lancaster,  41(J 
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Lewistown,  417 

Lewistown  Junction,  410 

Lock  Haven,  417 

McKeesport,  414-418 

McKees  Rucks,  414-418 

Millvale,  414 

Moosic  Station,  415 

Mount  Carmel  Junction,  417 

Nant-y-Glo,  416 

New  Brighton,  416 

New  Florence,  416 

Oil  City,  415 

Penn,  416 

Philadelphia,  416-417 

Pittsburgh,  414-41.5-417 

Port  Carbon,  417 

Reading,  417 

Reno  VO,  416 

Sample’s  Road,  415 

Sellersville,  417 

Sewickley,  416 

Shamokin,  415 

Sharon,  415-418 

Sharpsburg,  416 

South  Avoca,  415 

South  Bethlehem,  417 

South  Lanesboro,  415 

South  Scranton,  415 

South  Wilkes-Barre,  415 

Steelton,  417 

Sunbury,  416-417 

Tamaqua,  418 

Taylor,  415 

Union  City,  415 

Uniontown,  414 

Walker’s  Mills,  418 

West  Chester,  418 

West  Elizabeth,  416 

West  Pittston,  415 

Wilkes-Barre,  414-415 

Wilkinsburg,  416-418 

Williamsport,  417 

Woodlyn,  414 

Zeno,  415 

Graham,  J.  B.,  vs.  Jersey  Shore  and  Antes  Port  Railway  Company, 15-54 

Grant,  E.  W.,  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania, 115-192 

Grapevine,  alleged  unreasonable  increase  in  rate  on  coal  from  Biddle  Station 

and  Penn  Siding  to,  136 

Grattan,  Mrs.  Mary  F.,  vs.  The  Hallstead  Water  Company, 131 

Gray,  John  M.,  vs.  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  126 

Greencastle,  alleged  excessive  fare  between  Waynesboro  and, 117 

Greenebaum  Brothers  & Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 125 
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Greene,  Township  of,  Franklin  County, 

abolition  of  grade  crossing  in,  375 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  for  construction  of  bridge 

and  subway  at  Long’s  Crossing,  252-270 

Green  Lane  Gas,  Fuel  and  Heat  Company, 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  incorporation  of, 329-336 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  merger  and  consolidation  with 

Red  Hill  Gas  Company,  329-359 

Greenville, 

discontinuance  of  trains  to  Meadville  from,  131 

Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Central 

District  Telephone  Company  for  construction  of  facilities, 253-282 

Greno,  C.  D.,  et  al.  vs.  Pittsburgh,  McKeesport  and  Westmoreland  Rail- 
road Company,  125 

Greensburg, 

alleged  excessive  rate  of  fare  between  Jeannette  and,  125 

Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  West- 
moreland Electric  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough, 255-311 

Group,  W.  G.,  vs.  York  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company, 21-111-153 

Grove  City,  rate  on  chickens  to  Wilmington,  from,  16,109-154 

Guncheon,  George,  & Son,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 18-47 

Gulick,  W.  W.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  14-57 

Hagan,  R.  A.,  vs.  Pittsburgh  Railways  Company,  5-67 

Hahntown,  alleged  unjust  increase  in  rate  on  coal  to  Jeannette  from,  135 

Hallam,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Edison  Light 

and  Power  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough, 256-322 

Hallstead  Water  Company,  Grattan,  Mrs.  Mary  F.,  vs.,  131 

Hamburg,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  coal  from  Auburn  and  Landingville  to,  21-162 

Hamburg  Electric  Light  Company,  Mabry,  E.  H.,  vs.,  123-213 

Hamburg  Vitrified  Brick  Company  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway 

Company,  21-111-162 

Hamilton  Oil  and  Gas  Company,  application  for  certificate  of  public  con- 
venience approving  the  incorporation  of,  329-353 

Hammermill  Paper  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  Lake 

Shore  and  Michigan  Southern  Railway  Company,  136 

Hanover, 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  415 

Township  of,  Luzerne  County,  certificate  of  publicate  convenience  ap- 
proving abolition  of  grade  crossing  in,  360-376 

Hanover  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Borough  of  Mc- 

Sherrystown  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  253-280 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Borough  of  Littles- 

town  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  252-268 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $40,- 

000  of  capital  stock,  3gy 

Hanover  Water  Company  of  Lehigh  County,  certificate  of  public  convenience 

approving  incorporation  of,  330-365 

Hanover  and  McSherrystown  Street  Railway  Company, 
certificate  of  notifi<’ation  filed  by, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $249,000  of  bonds,  388 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $45,000  of  capital  stock,  387 

Hickey,  T.  J.,  et  al.,  vs.,  120-227 
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Hanover  and  McSherrystown  Water  Company,  Kuhn,  Annie  L.,  vs.,  130-229 

Harbison- Walker  Refractories  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany , 135 

Harbor  Creek,  Township  of,  Erie  County,  certificate  of  public  convenience 

authorizing  construction  of  grade  crossing  in,  351 

Harmony  Water  Company,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Bor- 
ough of  Ainbridge  for  sale  of  water  plant,  252-267 

Harmony  Electric  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
with  Borough  of  Ellwood  City  for  furnishing  electric  current  to  borough,..  253-283. 

Harmony  Junction,  rate  on  limestone  between  \Varrendale  and,  3-80 

Harrisburg, 

alleged  inadequate  railway  service  between  Steelton  and,  13-109 

night  car  service  between  Hummelstown  and,  6-61 

City  of,  abolition  of  grade  crossings  in,  375 

City  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Cumber- 
land Valley  Railroad  Company  for  the  construction  of  subways,  252-270 

City  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company  for  the  construction  of  subways  and  freight 

station,  252-270 

City  of,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Harrisburg  Light  and 

Power  Company  for  installation  of  ornamental  standards,  256-323 

City  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Harris- 
burg, Portsmouth,  Mount  Joy  and  Lancaster  Railroad  Company, 

granting  right  to  construct  sewer  under  right  of  way,  253-279 

Harrisburg  Gas  Company,  Shaffner,  E.  O.,  vs.,  121-188 

Harrisburg  Light  and  Power  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Borough  of  Dauphin  for  light- 
ing streets  of  boiough,  256-325 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  City  of  Harrisburg  for  the  in- 
stallation of  ornamental  standards,  256-323 

Harrisburg,  Portsmouth,  Mount  Joy  and  Lancaster  Railroad  Company,  ap- 
plication for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  City  of  Harrisburg 

granting  right  to  construct  sewer  under  right  of  way,  253-279 

Hartstown,  rate  for  transportation  of  horses  from,  118-204 

Harshaw,  Fuller  and  Goodwin  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience 

for  construction  of  siding  .at  grade  in  the  City  of  Philadelphia,  329-358 

Harwood  Electric  Company,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  the 

Borough  of  Freeland  for  lighting  streets  of  borough 2.52-266 

Hastings,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  beer  containers  to  DuBois  from,  111-16S 

Haverford,  Township  of,  Delaware  County, 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  The  Bell  Telephone  Company 

of  Pennsylvania  for  construction  of  facilities,  255-306 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Philadelphia  and  Western  Rail- 
way Company  granting  right  to  construct  drain  pipe  under  railroad 
tracks , 256-326 

Hay, 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  to  Pittston,  109-154 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Holden  to  Byrnedale,  111-168 

rate  on,  Glen  Lyon  to  Nanticoke,  15-54 

baled,  alleged  excessive  rate  on.  New  Hope  to  Philadelphia,  116-194 

rate  on,  Montrose  Branch  to  Pittston,  16-134 

rate  on.  New  Albany  to  Kingston  and  Plymouth,  15-76 

Hazard,  rate  on  coal  to,  125 

Ilazle  Street  Crossing,  Wilkes-Barre,  report  of  accident  at,  96 
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Hazeltine,  C.  D.,  Water  Company,  Finney,  Raymond  A.,  vs.,  136 

Hazleton,  alleged  refusal  to  issue  joint  rate  on  brick  from  Auburn  to, 117-185 

Hazleton  Water  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to 

the  issuance  of  §25,000  of  bonds,  395 

Heating  utilities,  rules  and  regulations  pertaining  to,  477 

Heilwood,  alleged  discriminatory  rate  on  lumber  from,  122-224 

Heidelberg  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  application  for  ap- 
proval of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of  Robesonia  for  lighting 

streets  of  borough,  254-303 

Helb,  Theodore  B.,  vs.  Western  Maryland  Railroad  Company,  20-110-145 

Henderson,  C.  M.,  vs.  Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Company,  9-41 

Henderson,  John  J.,  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  ..18-109-146 

Herman,  P.  A.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  18-73 

Hickey,  T.  J.,  vs.  Hanover  and  McSherrystown  Street  Railway  Company,  120-227 
High  Grade  Oil  Company,  Incorporated,  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad 

Company,  135 

Heilman,  Henry,  vs.  Pittsburgh,  Harmony,  Butler  and  New  Castle  Rail- 
way Company,  3-80 

Hinman  Brothers  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  20-110-161 

Hoffman,  H.  D.,  vs.  Latrobe  Street  Railway  Company,  5-68 

Hoffsommer,  A.  F.,  vs.  Cornwall  and  Lebanon  Railroad  Company,  119-186 

Holden,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  hay,  to  Byrnedale  from,  21-111-168 

Hollidaysburg,  overcrowded  condition  of  cars  between  Claysburg  and,  5-31 

Hollidaysburg,  Bedford  and  Cumberland  Railroad  Company, 

Certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  the  acquisition  by  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  Company  of  the  property  and  franchises  of,  349 

Certificate  of  notificatign  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  §20,000 

of  bonds,  381 

Homeville,  citizens  of,  vs.  Pittsburgh  Railways  Company,  7-33 

Homestead,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  416-418 

Homewood,  Borough  of, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Pittsburgh,  Har- 
mony, Butler  and  New  Castle  Railway  Company  for  construction  of 

railroad  over  private  right  of  way  in  borough,  254-297 

Borough  of,  approval  of  construction  of  overhead  crossing  in,  375 

Honey,  refusal  to  accept  for  shipment  unless  release  is  signed,  14-39 

Horses,  alleged  discriminatory  rate  on,  Hartstown  to  Bakerstown,  118-204 

Horse  Run  Road,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  at,  415 

Houck,  Alfred  R.,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,  123 

Household  goods,  alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Tionesta  to  Warren,  139 

Hower,  S.  L.,  vs.  Reading  Transit  Company,  I37 

Hudson,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  415 

Hughestown,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
with  the  Peoples  Light  Company  of  Pittston  for  construction  of  facilities,..  253-287 
Hulmeville  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  certificate  of  public  con- 
venience approving  merger  of  said  company  with  certain  other  public  ser- 
vice companies,  329-359 

Hummel,  Edward,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,  16-77 

Hummelstown,  night  car  service  between  Harrisburg  and,  8-51 

Huntingdon  and  Broad  Top  ^fountain  Railroad  and  Coal  Company, 

Fry,  H.  J.,  vs.,  5.27 

Palmer  & Seamans  vs.,  18-85 

Hunt,  John  H.,  Jr.,  vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company,  I7.78 
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Hurd,  G.  R.,  vs.  Buffalo  and  Susquehanna  Railroad  Company  and  New 

York  and  Pennsylvania  Railway  Company,  129 

Hynica,  Lem  K.,  vs.  Lebanon  Steam  Company,  120-218 

lee  cream  containers,  alleged  excessive  express  rate  on,  138 

Indiana, 

alleged  insufficient  number  of  coaches  on  train  from  Blairsville  inter- 
section to,  123-207 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  coke  from  Graceton  to,  8-28 

Indiana  Foundry  Company,  Limited,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  8-28 
Indiana  County,  residents  of,  et  al.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 21-111-151 

Index  to  Rules  of  Practice,  527 

Industrial  Railways  Cases,  132 

Industrial  Traffic  Association  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  135 

Injuries,  statement  of,  to  employes  of  railroads,  January  1,  1913,  to  July 

26,  1913,  93 

Injuries,  statement  of,  to  employes  of  railroads,  July  27,  1913,  to  June  30, 

1911,  405 

Inspection  of  locomotive  boilers,  general  order  discontinuing,  452 

Intoxicated  people,  statement  of  accidents  to,  on  street  railway  lines,  411 

Investigator  of  Accidents, 

Report  of,  on  derailment  of  car  on  Pittsburgh  and  Butler  Street  Railway 

near  West  Hoffman  Station,  425 

Report  of  on  complaint  of  Thomas  A.  Morrison  as  to  unsatisfactory  con- 
dition of  equipment  and  roadbed  of  the  Mount  Jewett,  Kinzua  and 

Riterville  Railroad  Company,  424 

Report  of,  on  rear  end  collision  on  Pennsylvania  Railroad  near  Cone- 

maugh,  422 

Iron  pulley  wheel,  alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Reading  to  Birdsboro,  115-184 

Ironton  Railroad  Company,  et  al.,  Dexter-Portland  Cement  Company,  et 

al . vs . , 138 

Irvona,  train  service  between  Clearfield  and,  21-111-179 


Irwin, 

alleged  unjust  increase  in  rate  on  coal  to  Jeannette  from. 

Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the 
Irwin  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  253-279 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordi- 
nance contract  with  the  Borough  of  Irwin  for  lighting  the  streets  of 


borough,  253-279 

Ivins,  Walter  S.,  et  al.,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,..  127-233 

Jacks,  general  order  providing  for  installation  of  on  railway  cars,  460 

Jackson  Run  Road,  petition  for  shelter  station  at,  118-202 

James,  George  L.,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Pencoyd  Railroad  Company,  15-34 

Jamestown,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  produce  from  Clark’s  Mills  to, 9-108-164 

Jayne,  C.  A.,  et  al. , vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company,  130 

Jeannette, 

alleged  excessive  rate  of  fare  between  Greensburg  and,  125 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  coal  from  Penn  Station  to,  135 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  coal  from  Irwin,  Penn,  Biddle  and  Hahntown 

to,  135 

rates  for  telephone  service  in,  3-107 

Jefferson  Traction  Co.mpany,  Charles  D.  Reed  vs.,  16-43 

Jenkins,  Thomas  C.,  vs.  American  Express  Company,  116-187 

Jerome,  refusal  to  deliver  freight  at,  22-112 

Jerome  Junction,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  at,  414 
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Jersey  Shore  and  Antes  Fort  Railway  Company,  Graham,  J.  B.,  vs.,  15-54 

Jersey  Shore  Electric  Street  Railway  Company,  Geise,  James  B.,  vs.,  15-76 

Jersey  Shore  Gas  Company,  Selts,  W.  A.,  et  al.,  vs.,  115-217 

Johnson,  S.  S.,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,  116-194 

Johnstown, 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  fire  brick  to  New  Kensington  from,  122-192 

alleged  excessive  rate  for  interchange  of  freight  in,  126-239 

alleged  overcrowded  condition  of  train  between  East  Liberty  and,  126-211 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  416 

Johnstown  Telephone  Company  vs.  Central  District  and  Printing  Telegraph 

Company,  5-108-146 

Windber  Telephone  Company,  130 

Johnstown  Water  Company,  Purse,  Robert,  vs.,  117-196 

Joint  tariffs,  circulars  relative  to  issuance  of  power  of  attorney  by  common 

carriers  and  express  companies  with  reference  to,  488 

Jones,  Elmer  E., 

vs.  Philadelphia  and  Western  Railway  Company,  127 

Complaint  against  the  Philadelphia  and  Western  Railway  Company  rela- 
tive to  height  of  steps  on  cars,  420 

Juniata,  freight  station  facilities  at,  6-50 

Juniata  and  Southern  Railroad  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $45,000  of  bonds,  386 

Kahn,  Herman,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,  128-236 

Kalbfleisch,  W.  H.,  vs.  Gettysburg  Gas  Company,  135 

Kane,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  gasoline  from  Bruin  to,  135 

Kane  and  Elk  Railroad  Company, 

American  Plate  Glass  Company  vs.,  21-111-177 

vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company,  133 

W.  A.  Zelnicker  Supply  Company  vs.,  126-211 

Kauffman,  discontinuance  of  railroad  station  at,  127-241 

Keefer,  Horace  A.,  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania  and 

East  Hanover  Telephone  Company,  119 

Kelley,  M.  S.,  vs.  City  Transfer  Company  of  Harrisburg,  124-210 

Kennett,  Township  of,  Chester  County,  application  for  approval  of  contract 
with  Kennett  Township  Light  Company  for  construction  of  facilities,  ....  256-320 
Kennett  Township  Light  Company,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with 

the  Township  of  Kennett  for  construction  of  facilities,  256-320 

Kerr,  D.  O.,  vs.  Lake  Erie,  Franklin  and  Clarion  Railroad  Company,  127 

Keystone  Bone  Fertilizer  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  ..  119-185 
Keystone  Coal  and  Coke  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  ..131-136-239 
Kidd  Brother  & Burgher  Steel  Wire  Company,  T.  W.,  Friend,  Receiver  of, 

vs.  Pittsburgh  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company,  13-108-167 

Kifer,  J.  A.,  et  al.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  16-66 

Kingston,  Borough  of, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  The  Bell  Telephone 

Company  of  Pennsylvania  for  construction  of  facilities,  252-277 

rate  on  hay  from  New  Albany  to,  15-76 

Kingsville,  alleged  inadequate  station  facilities  at,  127 

Kinsloe,  J.  B.  G.  & Sons,  vs.  Susquehanna  Traction  Company,  127-225 

Kiskiminetas  Valley  Electric  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordi- 
nance contract  with  the  Borough  Apollo  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  ..  253-291 
Kittanning,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  the  Kit- 
tanning Electric  Light  Cmpany  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  256-322 
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Kittanuing  Electric  Light  Company,  application  for  approval  of  contract 


with  the  Borough  of  Kittanning  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  256-322 

Kittanning,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  416 

Kline,  Lillian,  vs.  Reading  Transit  Company,  13-52 

Knoxville,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  to  Wellsboro  from,  124-233 

Koebel,  William  J.,  vs.  Lake  Transit  Company,  7-43 

Korb,  John,  vs.  Shefiield  and  Tionesta  Railroad  Company,  139 

Kolb’s  Bakery  vs.  Quick  Delivery  Express  Company,  8-28 

Kopan,  Edriga,  vs.  Wilkes-Barre  Railway  Company,  20-110-150 

Koppel,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 
Pittsburgh,  Harmony,  Butler  and  New  Castle  Railway  Company  for 

change  of  grade  and  gauge  of  railroad,  254-299 

Kuhn,  Annie  L.,  vs.  Hanover  and  McSherrystown  Water  Company,  130-229 

Kutztown  Water  Company,  application  for  certificate  of  valuation  with  re- 
spect to  increase  of  bonded  indebtedness,  329-356 

Ijaekawanna  Light  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect 

to  the  issuance  of  $370,000  of  bonds,  384 

Lake  Erie,  Franklin  tnd  Clarion  Railroad  Company, 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $60,000 

of  bonds,  391 

Kerr,  D.  O.,  vs.,  127 

Lake  Shore  and  Michigan  Southern  Railway  Company, 

Cox,  W.  H.  & Company,  vs.,  4-5-36-108-169 

Galvin,  W.  W.,  vs.,  9-108-164 

Hammermill  Paper  Company  vs.,  136 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $4,- 

214,000  of  equipment  bonds,  396 

certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  the  construction  at  grade  of 

switch  in  the  City  of  Erie,  329-343 

Lake  Transit  Company, 

Koebel,  William  J.,  vs.,  7-43 

vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company,  18-110 

Lancaster, 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  coal  from  Clearfield  district  to,  6-108-125-157 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  416 

petition  for  transfer  of  freight  at,  6-79 

Lancaster  and  Berks  Railway  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  ap- 
proving its  incorporation,  330-362 

Lancaster  City  Street  Railway  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience 

approving  an  amendment  or  supplement  to  the  charter  of,  329-344 

Lancaster,  Oxford  and  Southern  Railway  Company,  McSparran,  James  G., 
vs.,  119-209 


Lancaster,  Manufacturers’  Association  of,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 


pany, 


157 


Lancaster  and  York  Furnace  Street  Railway  Company,  complaint  of  Hugh 

Ross  as  to  dangerous  operation  of  cars,  420 

Landingville,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  coal  to  Hamburg  from,  21-162 

Langhorne,  Board  of  Trade  of,  vs.  Bucks  County  Electric  Railway  Com- 
pany,   13-70 

Langhorne  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  certificate  of  public  con- 
venience approving  the  merger  of  said  company  with  certain  other  public 
service  companies,  329-359 
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Langhorne  Manor  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  certificate  of  public 
convenience  approving  the  merger  of  said  company  with  certain  other  pub- 
lic service  companies,  329-359 

Lang,  John,  Paper  Company,  vs.  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Rail- 
road Company,  138 

Lansford, 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  lumber  from  Waterville  to,  126-214 

alleged  inadequacy  of  water  service  in,  137 

Borough  of,  et  al.,  vs.  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Company,  21-112-162 

Lansdale,  alleged  excessive  fare  between  Wales  Junction  and,  117-195 

Lansdale  Ice  and  Storage  Company,  application  for  certificate  of  public 

convenience  approving  the  incorporation  of,  329-353 

Lansdowne,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  books  from  Lititz  to,  13-52 

Lanz,  M.  Sons,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  L5-75 

Latrobe,  alleged  overcrowded  condition  of  cars  between  Ligonier  and,  5-68 

Latrobe  Street  Railway  Company,  Hoffman,  H.  D.,  vs.,  5-68 

Laurel  Summit,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  lumber  from  Somerset  to,  119-198 

Lawsonham,  alleged  insufficient  heat  in  train  from  Sligo  to,  120-187 

Lebanon,  City  of, 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Reading  Transit  and  Light 

Company  for  lighting  streets  of  city,  256-318 

alleged  discriminatorj'  rate  of  railway  fare  between  Lemont  and,  119-186 

trespassing  on  railroad  tracks  in,  123 

Lebanon  Steam  Company,  Hynicka,  Lem  K.,  vs.,  120-218 

Lebow,  S.,  vs.,  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  4-30 

LeFever,  H.  R.,  et  al.  vs.  Philadelphia  Railways  Company,  129-232 

Lehr,  F.  A.,  et  al.  vs.  Central  Pennsylvania  Traction  Company,  13-109-160 

Lehigh  Coal  and  Navigation  Company, 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $18,- 

000,000  of  bonds,  382 

protest  against  crossing  of  tracks  of  Central  Railroad  Company  of  New 

Jersey  by  the  facilities  of  the  Pennsylvania  Utilities  Company,  355 

Borough  of  West  Hazleton  vs.,  121-199 

Lehigh,  County  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Beth- 
lehem Electric  Light  Company  for  lighting  Broad  Street  bridge,  252-276 

Lehigh  County  Electric  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  approv- 
ing certificate  limiting  its  corporate  rights  and  powers  and  validating  its 

charter,  330-362 

Lehigh  Gap,  rate  on  coal  to,  125 

Lehigh  Navigation  Electric  Company, 

certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  crossing  of  tracks  and  facOi- 
ties  of  Slate  Belt  Electric  Railway  Company  and  Pennsylvania  Utili- 
ties Company,  in  Plainfield  Township,  Northampton  County,  329-334 

Pennsylvania  Utilities  Company  vs.,  134 

Lehigh  and  New  England  Railroad  Company, 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  purchase  of  the  capital  stock 
of  the  Crane  Railroad  Company  from  the  Empire  Steel  and  Iron  Com- 
pany,   330-371 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $600,000 

of  equipment  bonds,  389 

Dexter-Portland  Cement  Company,  et  al.,  vs.,  138 

Northampton  and  Bath  Railroad  Company  vs.,  I33 

Slate  Products  Company  vs.,  117-194 

Whipple,  C.  A.,  vs.,  ly.gg 
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Lehigh  Traction  Company,  Eckert,  J.  G.,  vs.,  16-78 

Lebanon  Valley  Light  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  con- 
tract with  the  Borough  of  Myerstown,  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  251-259 

Lehigh  Valley  Light  and  Power  Company, 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $50,000 

of  bonds,  393 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $50,000 

of  bonds,  385 

certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  sale  of  property  and  fran- 
chises of  American  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  to,  356 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company, 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $1,- 

800,000  of  equipment  bonds,  386 

Bethlehem  Steel  Company  vs.,  133 

Billings  & Kelder  vs.,  15-76 

Conrad,  L.  H.,  et  al.  vs.,  8-60 

Cowley,  Charles  E.,  vs.,  137 

Dexter-Portland  Cement  Company,  et  al.  vs.,  138 

Fairview,  Residents  of,  vs.,  122-219 

Hunt,  John  H.,  Jr.,  vs.,  17-78 

Lake  Transit  Company  vs.,  18-110 

McCormick,  J.  S.,  Company  vs.,  127-222 

Jayne,  C.  A.,  et  al.  vs.,  130 

Sheldon,  G.  M.,  & Company  vs.,  16-109-154 

Stevens,  A.  L.,  vs.,  9-28 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company, 

Sweet,  E.  M.,  et  al.  vs.,  127-214 

Towanda  Business  Men’s  Association  vs.,  8-25 

Whitehall  Cement  Manufacturing  Company  vs.,  130 

Wyalusing  Hay  Company  vs.,  118-197 

Complaint  of  Charles  E.  Cowley,  et  al.,  against,  relative  to  alleged  in- 
effective spark  arresters,  420 

Lehighton,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 
The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania  granting  free  telephone  ser- 
vice to  borough,  255-317 

Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Borough  of  South 
Bethlehem  for  construction  of  a switch  and  other  facilities  in  borough,  251-263 
certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

$26,000  of  bonds,  393 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

$1,000,000  of  bonds,  381 

East  Norriton,  Township  of,  vs.,  128-236 

Mitchell,  Charles  H.,  vs.,  8-26 

Rodeffer,  D.  M.,  vs.,  137 

Sassaman,  Elias,  vs.,  126 

Thompson,  John  S.,  vs.,  117-195 

Lemont, 

alleged  higher  fare  to  Lebanon  from,  than  in  reverse  direction,  119-186 

Lewisburg,  transportation  of  milk  from,  20-95 

Lewistown , 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  417 

Borough  of,  vs.  Penn  Central  Light  and  Power  Company, 130 

Lewistown  Junction,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  at, 416 
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Lewistown  and  Reedsville  Water  Company,  Miisser,  W.  C. , vs., 137 

Lighting  service,  alleged  excessive  rate  for,  138 

Ligonier,  overcrowded  condition  of  cars  between  Latrobe  and, 5-68 

Ligonier  Valley  Railroad  Company, 

Blair  Lumber  Company,  vs.,  6-35 

Brown,  W.  E.,  & Company,  16-40 

Lilly,  Borough  of,  complaint  as  to  dangerous  crossing  over  tracks  of  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  Company,  421 

Lime, 

alleged  excessive  and  discriminatory  rate  on, 4-155 

rate  on,  from  Bellefonte,  4-107 

Limestone, 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Annville  to  Cementon,  130 

alleged  excessive  rate  on.  Mount  Etna  to  Martinsburg, 18-109-159 

alleged  discriminatory  rate  on  lumber  from,  108-169 

crude,  withdrawal  of  commodity  rate  on,  to  Monessen,  133 

crushed,  rate  on  between  Harmony  Junction  and  Warrendale, 3-80 

Lininger,  J.  M.,  vs.  Erie  Railroad  Company,  5-38 

Lititz,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  books  to  Lansdowne,  from, 13-52 

Littlestown, 

Borough  of,  complaint  as  to  alleged  dangerous  grade  crossing  over  tracks 

of  Northern  Central  Railway  Company, 421 

Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the 
Hanover  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  bor- 
ough,   252-268 

Lloyd,  John  C.,  vs.  Commonwealth  Telephone  Company, 128-226 

Locomotive  boilers,  general  order  discontinuing  inspection  of, 452 

Locomotives,  alleged  nuisance  due  to  continuous  whistling  of, 15-34 

Locust  Gap, 

alleged  excessive  fare  to  Mount  Carmel  from, 7-52 

residents  of,  vs.  Shamokin  and  Mount  Carmel  Traction  Company, 7-52 

Lock  Haven, 

alleged  excessive  rate  for  carriage  of  newspapers  to  Mill  Hall  from, 127-225 

statement  of  accidents  at  grade  crossings  in,  417 

Lock  Haven  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company, 

Application  for  approval  of  contract  with  County  of  Clinton  for  con- 
struction of  facilities,  254-302 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Township  of  Castena,  Clinton 

County,  for  construction  of  facilities, 2.54-301 

Lockhart  Iron  and  Steel  Company  vs.  Pittsburgh  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad 

Company,  136 

London  Grove,  Township  of,  Chester  County,  application  for  approval  of 
contract  with  the  London  Grove  Township  Light  Company  for  the  con- 
struction of  facilities,  256-319 

London  Grove  Township  Light  Company,  application  for  approval  of  con- 
tract with  the  Township  of  London  Grove,  Chester  County,  for  the  con- 
struction of  facilities,  2.56-319 

Long  Swamp  District  School  Board,  Berks  County,  complaint  relative  to 
dangerous  crossings  over  tracks  of  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Com- 
pany,   421 

Lower  Allen,  Township  of,  Cumberland  County,  application  for  approval  of 
ordinance  contract  with  United  Electric  Company  for  lighting  streets  in  the 
Borough  of  Elkwood,  253-280 


572 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 


Off.  Doc. 


Page. 

Lower  Merion,  Township  of,  Montgomery  County,  application  for  approval 
of  ordinance  contract  with  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  granting  right 

to  lay  water  pipe  under  right  of  way  of  railroad,  254-293 

Ludwick,  M.  L.,  vs.  Dauphin  County  Gas  Company,  138 

Lumber, 

alleged  discriminatory  rate  on.  Limestone  to  Oil  City, 108-169 

alleged  discriminatory  rate  on,  Heilwood  to  Beech  Creek,  122-217 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Waterville  to  Lansford, 126-214 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Meadville  Branch  to  Oil  City, 119-218 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Rockwood  to  McKeesport, 19,110,154 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Somerset  to  Laurel,  119-198 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  from  Worth,  122-217 

alleged  unjust  requirement  for  loading  of,  on  cars,  119-223 

alleged  unreasonable  rate  on,  from  Oil  City,  5-171 

rates  on,  to  Oil  City,  59-107-119 

regulation  in  regard  to  shipment  of,  123-223 

Luzerne,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 
Luzerne  County  Gas  and  Electric  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  bor- 
ough,   255-309 

Luzerne  County  Gas  and  Electric  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of  Lu- 
zerne for  lighting  the  streets  of  borough, 255-309 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of  Dallas 

for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  255-310 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of  Dor- 

ranceton  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  255-309 

Lycoming  Edison  Company,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  the 

Borough  of  South  Williamsport  for  lighting  streets  of  borough, 252-267 

Lykens, 

Borough  of,  complaint  relative  to  dangerous  crossing  over  tracks  of 

Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company, 421 

Borough  Council  of,  complaint  as  to  unsafe  condition  of  overhead  trestle 
on  the  line  of  the  Schuylkill  and  Daiiphin  Traction  Company  at  Wicon- 

isco,  419 

Mabry,  E.  H.,  vs.  Hamburg  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  123-213 

Macungie  Gas  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  incor- 
poration of,  329-337 

Macungie  Gas  and  Fuel  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  approving 

incorporation  of,  329-338 

Madera,  Residents  of,  et  al.  vs.  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Rail- 
road Company,  21-111-179 

Magee  Carpet  Company  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,...  120-188 

Mahanoy  City,  Borough  of,  et  al.,  vs.  Schuylkill  Railways  Company, 134 

Mail  service,  alleged  insufficiency  of,  8-25 

Manor,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 

the  Manor  Electric  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough, 254-294 

Manor  Electric  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 

with  the  Borough  of  Manor  for  lighting  streets  of  borough, 254-294 

Manufacturers’  Association  of  Lancaster  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany  6-108-125 

Manufacturers’  Association  of  York  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, . .14-109-129 
Manufacturers’  Light  and  Heat  Company,  Northrup,  B.  D.,  vs., 115-192 
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Markham,  G.  S.,  vs.  Northwestern  Pennsylvania  Railway  Company, 117-196 

Martin,  C.  T.,  vs.  Pittsburgh  Railways  Company,  125-222 

Martinsburg, 

Borough  of,  certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  the  purchase  of 

the  property  and  franchises  of  the  IMartiusburg  AVater  Company, 329-342 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  limestone  from  Mount  Etna  to, 18-109-159 

Martinsburg  Water  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing 
the  purchase  of  its  property  and  franchises  by  the  Borough  of  Martius- 

burg,  329-342 

Maryland  and  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  Snyder,  T.  L.,  vs.,  124-207 

Mathesou,  AY.  D.,  et  al.  vs.  Middletown  and  Swatara  Consolidated  Water 

Company,  124-237 

Mauch  Chunk,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  coal-dust  to  Berwick  from, 127-222 

Mauch  Chunk  Heat,  Power  and  Electric  Light  Company,  certificate  of 
public  convenience  approving  lease  with  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways 

Company,  358 

McCarter,  Louis  N.,  vs.,  Norristown  Insurance  and  AVater  Company, 125-215 

MeClintic-Marshall  Construction  Company  vs.  Baltimore  & Ohio  Railroad 

Company  and  Pittsburgh  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company,  136 

McCormick,  J.  S.,  Company,  vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company, 127-222 

McDonald,  J.  Sharon,  vs.  AA^aynesburg  and  AA'ashiugton  Railroad  Com- 
pany,   20-110-144 

McElhattan,  Borough  of,  complaint  relative  to  dangerous  condition  at 

station  of  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 420 

McEntee,  John  J.,  et  al.  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,  1.39 
McKeesport, 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  lumber  from  Rockwood  to, 19-110-154 

City  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Versailles 
Fuel  Gas  Company  granting  right  to  lay  gas  main  on  certain  streets 

of  city,  255-306 

City  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Duquesne 

Light  Company  for  furnishing  electric  current, 254-300 

Chamber  of  Commerce  vs.  Pittsburgh  RaOways  Company 7-64 

inadequacy  of  car  service  between  Duquesne  and,  7-64 

statement  of  accidents  at  grade  crossings  in,  414-418 

McKeesport  and  Duquesne  Bridge  Company,  Baldridge,  Thomas  C.,  vs.,..  129-247 

McKees  Rocks,  statements  of  accidents  at  grade  crossings  in, 414-418 

McSherrystown,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  con- 
tract with  the  Hanover  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  for  lighting 

streets  of  borough,  253-280 

McSparran,  James  G.,  vs.  Imncaster,  Oxford  and  Southern  Railway 

Company,  119-209 

Meadville,  discontinuance  of  train  from  Greenville  to,  131 

Meadville  Branch,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  lumber  to  Oil  City  from,  119-218 

Mechanical  Refrigerating  Company  vs.  AVilkes-Barre  Gas  and  Electric  Com- 
pany and  Citizens  Electric  Illuminating  Company,  115-190 

Media,  insanitary  condition  of  cars  between  Darby  and,  17-72 

Meginnes,  .T.  E.,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,  22-112-116-153-201 
Alehard,  Robert  W.,  “»t  al.  vs.  New  Wilmington  Water  Supply  Company,  131 

Mell,  George  H.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  4-74 

Menzel,  Mrs.  Gustav,  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  ..  125-200 
Mercer  County  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  certificate  of  notification 

filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $11, .500  of  bonds,  .394 

Mercersburg,  alleged  overcharge  on  shipment  of  ties  to  West  Point  from,  19-83 
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Merzbacher,  J.  S.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  17-55 

Messersmitb,  Clarence,  vs.  Panther  Valley  Water  Company,  137 

Meter,  Edward  G.,  vs.  Metropolitan  Electric  Company,  139 

Meters,  alleged  defective,  126 

IMetropolitan  Electric  Company, 

Certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $28,- 

000  of  bonds,  392 

Carpenter  Steel  Company  vs.,  123 

Meter,  Edward  G.,  vs.,  139 

Michell,  Henry  F.,  and  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  18-48 

iMiddlesex,  Borough  Council  of,  vs.  Republic  Railway  and  Light  Com- 
pany,   20-111-164 

Middletown  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  certificate  of  public  con- 
venience approving  the  merger  of  said  company  with  certain  other  public 

service  companies,  329-359 

Middletown  and  Swatara  Consolidated  Water  Company,  Matheson,  W.  D., 

et  al.  vs.,  124-237 

Mifflin,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  for  construction  of  pavement  in  borough,  254-294 

Mifflinburg,  station  facilities  at,  3-48 

Milbourne,  Borough  of, 

telephone  service  in,  5-82 

alleged  lack  of  express  delivery  service  in,  122-235 

Mileage,  alleged  excessive  collection  of,  for  transportation  from  Bloomsburg 

to  Philadelphia,  120-188 

Mileage  tickets,  alleged  discrimination  in  acceptance  of  on  Cornwall  and 

Lebanon  Railroad,  128-229 

Milk, 

alleged  excessive  charge  for  refrigerator  transportation  of,  3-55 

protest  against  regulation  requiring  shippers  to  load,  at  New  Florence,  21-111-151 

regulation  governing  loading  of,  16-66 

transportation  of,  from  Lewisburg,  20-85 

Milton,  alleged  insanitary  condition  of  cars  to  West  Milton  from,  128-236 

Miller  Construction  Company  vs.  Pittsburgh,  Shawmut  and  Northern  Rail- 
road Company,  9-26 

Mill  Hall, 

alleged  discriminatory  rate  on  brick  to  Burnside  from,  126-224 

alleged  excessive  rate  for  carriage  of  newspapers  from  Lock  Haven  to,  127-225 

Miller,  John  C.,  vs.  Buffalo  and  Lake  Erie  Traction  Company,  20-85 

Miller,  Karl  P.,  et  al.  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company,  118-208 

Mill  vale,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  416 

Minersville, 

alleged  inadequate  station  facilities  at,  107-147 

Borough  of,  vs.  Peoples  Railway  Company,  4-107-147 

Miners  along  the  Schuylkill  and  Susquehanna  Branch  vs.  Philadelphia  and 

Reading  Railway  Company,  119-226 

Ministers  of  religion,  .administrative  ruling  relative  to  granting  of  free  trans- 
portation to,  486 

Minute  on  death  of  Honorable  Nathaniel  Ewing,  495 

Mitchell,  Charles  H.,  vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Company,  8-26 

Mogle,  R.  T.,  vs.  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Com- 
pany,   136 

Moltz  Brothers  vs.  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Com- 
pany,   121-202 
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alleged  excessive  and  discriminatory  rate  for  telephone  service  from,  ...  109-177 

rate  on  coal  to  Stroudsburg  from,  7-70 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  at,  415 

Monessen,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 

West  Penn  Electric  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  253-290 

Monongahela  Connecting  Railroad  Company  vs.  Pittsburgh  and  Lake  Erie 
Railroad  Company,  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  Baltimore  and 

Ohio  Railroad  Company,  132 

Montour  Railroad  Company, 

certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  crossing  of  public  road  at 

grade  in  Bethel  Township,  Allegheny  County,  329-350 

certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  of  public  road  at  grade  in 

Cecil  Township,  Washington  County,  329-336 

certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  overhead  crossing  in  North 

Fayette  Township,  Allegheny  County,  329-351 

certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  crossing  of  public  road  under 

grade  in  Peters  Township,  Washington  County,  329-350 

Montrose  Railroad  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect 

to  the  issuance  of  $3,000  of  bonds,  395 

Moravia,  alleged  excessive  weight  on  shipment  of  apples  to  New  Wilmington 

to,  124-228 

Morrison  & Risman  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  13-42 

Morrison,  Thomas  A.,  complaint  as  to  unsatisfactory  condition  of  roadbed 
and  rolling  stock  of  Mount  Jewett,  Kinzua  and  Riterville  Railroad  Com- 
pany,   420-424 

Morris  Run,  alleged  insufficient  heat  in  cars  between  Blossburg  and,  125-221 

Morton,  Borough  of,  vs.  Springfield  Consolidated  Water  Company,  133 

Motormen,  alleged  lack  of  protection  of,  8-34 

Motor  Transit  Company,  Incorporated,  certificate  of  public  convenience  ap- 
proving the  incorporation  of,  329-346 

Mount  Carmel,  alleged  excessive  fare  from  Locust  Gap  to,  7-52 

Mount  Carmel  Junction,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  at,  417 

Mount  Etna,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  limestone  to  Martinsburg  from,  18-109-159 

Mount  Gretna,  alleged  excessive  fare  to  Conewago  from,  119-186 

Mount  Jewett,  Kinzua  and  Riterville  Railroad  Company,  report  of  Investi- 

gator of  Accidents  on  complaint  of  Thomas  A.  Morrison  relative  to  unsatis- 
factory condition  of  equipment  and  roadbed  of,  420-424 

Mount  Joy, 

Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Edi- 
son Electric  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  252-271 

Township  of,  Lancaster  County,  application  for  approval  of  contract  and 
Elizabethtown  and  Deodate  Street  Railway  Company  granting  right  to 

construct  tracks  on  public  highway,  255-312 

Township  of,  Lancaster  County,  certificate  of  public  convenience  for  the 

construction  of  grade  crossings  in,  371 

Mountville,  Borough  of,  complaint  as  to  dangerous  grade  crossing  over  tracks 

of  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  421 

Mount  Union,  Borough  of,  application  for  certificate  of  public  convenience 

authorizing  crossing  of  electrical  facilities  in,  341 

Mount  Union  Refractories  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,..  135 

Mount  Union  Silica  Brick  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,..  135 

Mount  Wolf,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 
The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania  for  construction  of  facilities,  252-277 
Moyer,  Gabriel  H.,  vs.  United  States  Express  Company,  ld-42 
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Moylaii  Station,  discojitinuance  of  express  agency  at,  130-237 

Munhall,  Borough  of,  application  fur  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 

the  Equitable  Gas  Company  for  the  supply  of  natural  gas,  252-269 

Municipal  contracts,  reiiorts  of  applications  for  approval  of,  249 

Munson,  rate  on  brick  to,  122-206 

Murray,  Harry  H.,  et  al.  vs.  Duquesue  Light  Company,  126-212 

Murraysville  Telephone  Company,  Bushyager,  A.  & Company  vs.,  14-42 

Murrin,  Heirs  of  John,  Deceased,  certificate  of  public  convenience  authoriz- 
ing construction  of  siding  in  the  City  of  Carbondale,  330-363 

Musser,  W.  C.,  vs.  Lewistowu  and  Reedsville  Water  Company,  137- 

Mutual  Film  Corporation  vs.  Adams  Express  Company,  125-216 

Myers,  Frank  P.,  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania  and 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  20-111-144 

Myers,  R.  B.,  ai^plication  for  approval  of  contracts  with  Borough  of 

Arendtsville  for  construction  of  electric  facilities,  256-324 

IMyerstowu,  Borough  of, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Lebanon  Valley 

Light  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  251-259 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  The  Bell  Telephone 

Company  of  Pennsylvania  for  construction  of  facilities,  253-292 

Nanticoke,  rate  on  hay  from  Glen  Lyon  to,  15-54 

Nanty-Glo,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  416 

National  Coal  and  Ice  Company  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany,   126-232 

National  Tube  Company  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company,  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  Company  and  Pittsburgh  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Com- 
pany,   132 

Natural  gas,  contract  for  supply  of,  to  Borough  of  Munhall,  269 

Natural  gas  companies,  statement  of  accidents  to  employes  and  others,  Jan- 
uary 1,  1914,  to  June  30,  1914,  427 

Navy  Yard,  Employes  of,  vs.  Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Company,  128-245 

Neely  ton  Supply  Company  vs.  East  Broad  Top  Railroad  and  Coal  Com- 
pany,   123-223 

Nester,  Harrison  J.,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,  128-231 

New  Albany,  rates  to  Kingston  and  Plymouth,  from,  15-76 

New  Brighton,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  416 

New  Castle,  alleged  inadequacy  of  train  service  between  Pittsburgh  and,  ...  120-190 
New  Castle,  City  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 

New  Castle  Electric  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  city,  254-305 

New  Castle  Electric  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  con- 
tract with  the  City  of  New  Castle  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  254-305 

New  Cumberland,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
with  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania  for  construction  of 

facilities,  253-278 

New  Eagle,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 

The  West  Penn  Electric  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  253-290 

New  Florence,  Borough  of. 

Complaint  as  to  dangerous  crossing  over  tracks  of  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
road Company,  420 

Protest  against  regulation  requiring  shippers  to  load  milk  on  cars  at,-.  .21-111-151 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  416 

New  Garden,  Township  of,  Chester  County,  application  for  approval  of  con- 
tract with  New  Garden  Township  Light  Company  for  construction  of  fa- 
cilities,   256-320 
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New  Garden  Township  Light  Company,  application  for  approval  of  con- 
tract with  Township  of  New  Garden,  Chester  County,  for  construction  of 

facilities,  256-320 

New  Hope, 

alleged  excessive  rate  of  fare  to  Philadelphia  from,  112-153 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  baled  hay  to  Philadelphia  from,  116-194: 

Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Bucks 

County  Interurban  Railway  Company  for  extension  of  tracks,  252-274 

New  Jersey  Zinc  Company  vs.  Central  Railroad  Company  of  New  Jersey,  125 
New  Kensington,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  fire  brick  from  Johnstown  to,  ..  122-192 
New  Philadelphia, 

Borough  of,  vs.  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Company, 131 

alleged  inadequate  railway  service  betw'een  Pottsville  and, 131 

Newspapers,  alleged  excessive  rate  for  carriage  of.  Lock  Haven  to  Mill 

Hall,  127-225 

New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company, 

Certificate  of  notification  filed  by, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $676,743,300  of  bonds,  380 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $70,000,000  of  bonds,  383 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $40,000,000  of  bonds,  387 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $4,214,000  of  equipment  bonds, 396 

American  Freight  Audit  and  Storage  Company  vs.,  20-111-168 

Ashton,  Chester  H.,  vs.,  124-2,33 

Birkle,  John  A.,  vs.,  121-126-203-214 

Centre  Brick  and  Clay  Company  vs.,  121-206 

Eddystone  7>Ianufacturing  Company  vs.,  138 

Furst,  J.  B.,  vs.,  122-224 

Lang,  John,  Paper  Company  vs.,  138 

Madera,  Residents  of,  vs.,  21-111-179 

Mogle,  R.  T.,  vs.,  1,36 

Moltz  Brothers  vs.,  121-202 

Patchin,  John  H.,  vs.,  126-224 

Patton  Clay  Manufacturing  Company,  .* 122-206 

Reese-Sheriff  Lumber  Company  vs. , 123-213 

Stevenson,  Sperring  & Company  vs.,  121-205 

Sun  Company  vs.,  137 

United  Commercial  Travelers  of  America  vs.,  124-229 

United  Mine  Workers  of  America  vs.,  125-221 

New  York,  Ontario  and  Western  Railroad  Company,  complaint  of  the 

Borough  of  Archbald  as  to  dangerous  crossing  over  tracks  of, 421 

New  York  and  Pennsylvania  Railway  Company,  Hurd,  G.  R.,  vs., 129 

New  York,  Susquehanna  and  Western  Railroad  Company,  Edgar,  W.  A., 

vs.,  129 

New  Wilmington,  alleged  excessive  weight  on  shipment  of  apples  from 

Moravia  to,  124-228 

New  Wilmington  Water  Supply  Company,  Mehard,  Robert  W.,  et  al.  vs.,..  1,31 

Nice,  Eugene  E.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  17-47 

Nies,  George  L.,  vs.  Ephrata  and  Lebanon  Street  Railway  Company 14-37 

Night  car  service  between  Harrisburg  and  Hummelstown, 6-61 

Non-agency  Station, 

alleged  failure  to  deliver  butter  at,  116-187 

alleged  discriminatory  fare  from,  20-110-151 

Nordstrom,  A.  J.,  vs.  Adams  Express  Company,  121-200 
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Northampton,  County  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
with  Bethlehem  Electric  Light  Company  for  lighting  Broad  Street  bridge,  252-276 
Noithampton  and  Bath  Railroad  Company  vs.  Delaware,  Lackawanna  and 
Western  Railroad  Company  and  Lehigh  and  New  England  Railroad  Com- 


133 

North  Braddock,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 

with  Duquesne  Light  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough, 251-261 

Northern  Central  Gas  Company,  Schmoyer,  F.  J.,  vs.,  121-234 

Northern  Central  Telephone  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience 
approving  lease  of  certain  property  of  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 

Pennsylvania  to,  352 

Northern  Central  Railway  Company, 

Complaint  of  the  Borough  of  Littlestown  as  to  alleged  dangerous  grade 

crossing  over  tracks  of,  421 

Read  Machinery  Company  vs.,  138 

Unrivalled  Hosiery  Company  vs.,  14-29 

Warren,  Glen  A.,  vs.,  118-197 

West  Fairview,  Borough  Council  of,  vs.,  14-39 

Report  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  at  Second  Street,  Sunbury, 97 

North  Fayette,  Township  of,  Allegheny  County,  certificate  of  public  conve- 
nience authorizing  overhead  crossing  in, 351-375 

North  Riverton,  alleged  failure  to  furnish  water  service  at  residence  in, 117-189 

Northwest  Business  Men’s  Association  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Rail- 
way Company  and  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 6-108 

Northwestern  Pennsylvania  Railway  Company, 

Culbertson,  L.  .7.,  vs.,  6-33 

Markham,  G.  S.,  vs.,  117-196 

Swanson,  E.  7.,  vs.,  20-110-150 

Norristown, 

switching  charges  at,  16-45 

alleged  excessive  railway  fare  between  Perkasie  and,  137 

Norristown  Insurance  and  Water  Company,  McCarter,  Louis  N.,  vs., 125-215 

Northrup,  B.*D.,  vs.  Manufacturers’  Light  and  Heat  Company, 115-192 

Oakdale,  alleged  overcharge  on  freight  from  Sheffield  to,  120-209 

Oak  Lane  Park  Improvement  Association,  Philadelphia,  complaint  as  to 

dangerous  condition  existing  at  Green  Lane  Crossing,  421 

Ohio  Iron  and  Metal  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 1.5-44 

Ohio  Valley  Passenger  Railway  Company,  Parmer,  W.  H.,  et  al.  vs.,  1.34 

Oil,  alleged  excessive  rate  on,  from  Walford  to  Titusville, 6-108 

Oil  City, 

alleged  dicriminatory  rate  on  lumber  from, 5-108-169 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  lumber  from  Meadville  Branch  to, 119-218 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  415 

Oil  Creek  Township,  Board  of  Supervisors  of,  complaint  as  to  dangerous 

crossing  over  tracks  of  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 421 

Orders,  general,  issued  betwen  August  4,  1913,  and  7une  30,  1914, 449 

Osceola  Mills,  Borough  of,  vs.  Osceola  Water  Supply  Company, 125-216 

Osceola  Water  Supply  Company,  Borough  of  Osceola  Mills  vs.,  12.5-216 

Osterburg,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  coal  from  Clearfield  to, 136 

Otto,  refusal  to  deliver  shipment  of  freight  at,  unless  prepaid, 8-39 

Overcharge, 

alleged  for  gas  service,  117-128-186-215 

alleged  on  car,  119-185 
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alleged  on  freight,  Sheffield  to  Oakdale,  120-209 

of  freight  due  to  error  in  consigning,  120-198 

Overcrowded  condition  of  trains  between  Claysburg  and  Hollidaysburg, 5-31 

Overhead  crossing, 

approval  of  construction  of,  in  Allegheny  County,  375-376 

approval  of  construction  of,  in  Borough  of  Homewood,  375 

approval  of  construction  of,  in  North  Fayette  Township,  Allegheny 

County,  375 

approval  of  construction  of,  in  village  of  Venice,  lYashington  County,...  375 
Overhead  crossings, 

approval  of  construction  of,  in  City  of  Pittsburgh, 375 

approval  of  construction  of,  in  Borough  of  Wilkinsburg,  376 

Overhead  trestle,  complaint  as  to  unsafe  condition  of,  at  Wiconisco,  419 

Overhead  and  side  obstructions,  statement  of  railroad  accidents  caused  by,..  410 

Package  Service,  18-20-48-110-117-L50-196 

Palmer,  C.  H.,  vs.  Wilkes-Barre  .and  Eastern  Railroad  Company, 7-70 

Palmer  Township  Water  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  approving 

an  amendment  or  supplement  to  charter  of,  329-345 

Palmer  & Seamans  Lumber  Company  vs.  Huntingdon  and  Broad  Top  Moun- 
tain Railroad  and  Coal  Company,  19-85 

Palmerton,  rate  on  coal  to,  125 

Palmyra, 

Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Annville  and  Pal- 
myra Electric  Light  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough, 2.56-318 

alleged  excessive  fare  from  Annville,  13-52 

rate  on  live  pheasant  from  Richland,  16-42 

Panther  Valley  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  application  for 
approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of  Summit  Hill  for  light- 
ing streets  of  borough,  254-304 

Panther  Valley  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  certificate  of  public 

convenience  approving  incorporation  of,  329-.34S 

Panther  Valley  Water  Company,  Messersmith,  Clarence,  vs.,  137 

Paper,  rate  on,  from  Spring  Grove  to  Pittsburgh, 4-62 

Parmer,  W.  H.,  et  al.,  vs.  Ohio  Valley  Passenger  Railroad  Co.,  1.34 

Passenger  and  freight  train  facilities,  3-48 

Passenger  cars, 

turning  of  seats  in,  17-82 

general  order  providing  for  drinking  water  and  sanitary  cups  in, 451 

Passenger  train,  alleged  insufficient  heat  in,  Sligo  to  Lawsonham, 120-187 

Passenger  service,  alleged  inadequacy  of,  14-39 

Pastor  Brothers  vs.  Waynesboro  Water  Company,  123-211 

Patchin,  John  H.,  vs.  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Com- 
pany,   126-224 

Patton,  rate  on  brick  from,  122-206 

Patton  Clay  Manufacturing  Company  vs.  New  York  Central  and  Hudson 

River  Railroad  Company,  122-206 

Paxinos,  alleged  unreasonable  routing  of  .shipment  of  trees  from,  123-210 

Pearsall,  ,T.  B.,  vs.  Wells,  Fargo  & Company  Express  and  Adams  Express 

Company,  16-109-1.54 

Peerless  Oil  and  Gas  Company,  application  for  certificate  of  public  conveni- 
ence approving  the  incorporation  of,  .329-3,54 

People’s  T.ight  Company  of  Pittston,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance 
contract  with  the  Borough  of  Hughestown  for  construction  of  facilities,...  2.53-287 
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People’s  Railway  Company,  Borough  of  Miuersville  vs.,  107-147 

Penbrook,  failure  to  secure  gas  service  in,  138 

Penn, 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  416 

alleged  unjust  increase  in  rate  on  coal  to  Jeannette  from, 135 

Penn  Central  Light  and  Power  Company, 

protest  against  the  crossing  of  its  facilities  by  the  facilities  of  the  Rays- 
town  Water  Power  Company  in  Catherine  Township,  Blair  County,..  347 
certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

$400,000  of  bonds,  381 

application  for  certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  the  crossing 
of  facilities  by  Raystown  Water  Power  Company  in  the  Borough  of 

Mount  Union,  341 

Ivewistown,  Borough  of,  vs.,  130 

Penn  Public  Service  Company,  Einstein,  E.,  vs.,  123-220 

Penn  Siding,  alleged  unreasonable  increase  in  rate  on  coal  to  Grapeville 

from , 1.36 

Penn  Steel  Casting  and  Machine  Company  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading 

Railway  Company  and  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  124-221 

Pennsylvania  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Ambridge  granting  right  to  lay  water  pipe  under  railroad  tracks, 254-298 

Crawford  & Bunce,  et  al.  vs.,  129 

Germania  Refining  Company  vs.,  129 

Pennsylvania  Paraffine  Works,  et  al.  vs.,  108 

Sprenkle,  Curtis  R.,  vs.,  127-235 

Pennsylvania  Lighting  Company, 

Reese,  Walter  C.,  vs.,  116-234 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $38,000, 

of  bonds,  385 

Pennsylvania  Lighting  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  re- 
spect to  the  issuance  of  $13,000  of  bonds,  389 

Pennsylvania  Lines  'West  of  Pittsburgh, 

Bell,  W.  B.,  vs,,  149 

Cox,  W.  H.,  & Company,  vs.,  4-36 

Hickson,  R.,  vs.,  129 

accident  due  to  derailment  of  passenger  train,  419 

Pennsylvania  Lumber  Company  vs.  Sheffield  and  Tionesta  Railway  Com- 
pany,   120-209 

Pennsylvania  and  Monongahela  Southern  Railroad  Company, 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $9,000 

of  bonds,  381 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $217,750 

of  capital  stock,  381 

Pennsylvania  and  New  York  Canal  and  Railroad  Company,  certificate  of  no- 
tification filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $135,000  of  bonds,  395 

Pennsylvania  Paraffine  Works  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and 

Pennsylvania  Company,  6-108 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 

Allegheny  and  Carroll  Townships,  Cambria  County,  Residents  of,  vs. ,.  .4-107-165 

American  Freight  Auditor  and  Storage  Company  vs.,  20-111-168 

American  Steel  and  Wire  Company  vs.,  132 

American  Window  Glass  Company  vs.,  135 

Arthurs,  Biddle,  vs.,  16-44 
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Auburn  Shale  Brick  Company  vs.,  117-185 

Baldwin,  William  I\,  vs.,  18-48 

Barr,  James,  vs.,  134-246 

Bell,  W.  B.,  vs.,  8-108 

Beilis,  Harry  E.,  vs.,  6 

Boyer,  Lewis,  et  al.,  vs.,  139 

Brenz,  William  P.,  vs.,  115 

Cunningham,  C.  S.,  vs.,  123-207 

Crucible  Steel  Company  of  America,  21-112-172 

Crawford  & Bunce,  et  al.,  vs.,  134 

Clough,  A.  J.,  vs.,  19-60 

Clevenstiue,  Walter  M.,  vs.,  14-109-163 

Cox,  W.  H.,  & Company,  vs.,  5-107-171 

Cornplanter  Refining  Company  vs.,  7-108 

Cessna,  Daniel,  vs.,  124-223 

Cavanaiigh,  J.  A.,  vs.,  126-211 

Caru,  D.  R,,  vs.,  5-31 

Carnegie  Steel  Company  vs.,  132-135 

Cambria  Steel  Company  vs.,  133 

Caine,  John  J.,  vs.,  120-198 

Dallas,  Charles  L.,  et  al.,  vs.,  134 

Delaware  River  Steel  Company,  vs.,  137 

Deppen  Brewing  Company  vs.,  17-46 

Doughten  & Sous  vs.,  122 

Eshelman , H . F rank , vs . , 5-32 

Excelsior  Brass  Works,  vs.,  8-41 

Federal  Steel  Foundry  Company  vs.,  116-189 

Ferncliffe  Fishing  Club  vs.,  139 

Fowler,  W.  F.,  vs.,  3-30 

Francis  Brothers  vs.,  124-228 

French,  Harry  B.,  vs.,  15-49 

Gardeau,  Residents  of,  vs.,  16-77 

Glatfelter,  P.  H.  Company,  vs.,  4-62 

Glosser,  M.  & Sons,  et  al.  vs.,  126-239 

Greenebaum  Brothers  & Company  vs.,  125 

Gulick,  W.  W.,  vs.,  14-57 

Guncheon,  George  & Company  vs.,  18-47 

Hammerraill  Paper  Company  vs.,  136 

Harbison-Walker  Refractories  Company  vs.,  135 

Herman,  P.  A.,  vs.,  I8-73 

Hinman  Brothers  vs.,  20-110-161 

Holstein,  William  J.,  et  al.  vs.,  3.55 

Indiana  Foundry  Company,  Limited,  vs.,  8-28 

Indiana  and  Westmoreland  Counties,  Residents  of,  vs.,  21-111-151 

Industrial  Traffic  Association  vs.,  I35 

Keystone  Bone  Fertilizer  Company  vs.,  119-185 

Keystone  Coal  and  Coke  Company  vs.,  131-136-2.39 

Kifer,  J.  A.,  et  al.  vs.,  16-66 

Lanz,  M.  & Sons,  vs.,  15-75 

Lebow,  S.,  vs.,  4_3g 

Manufacturers’  Association  of  Lancaster  vs.,  6-108-125-157 

IManufacturers’  Association  of  York  vs.,  14-109-129-1.56 

Mell,  George  H.,  vs.,  
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Merzbacher,  J.  S.,  vs.,  17-55 

Michell,  Henry  F.  & Company  vs.,  18-48 

Monongahela  Connecting  Railroad  Company  vs.,  132 

Morrison  & Risman  vs.,  13-42 

Mount  Union  Refractories  Company  vs.,  135 

Mount  Union  Silica  Brick  Company  vs.,  135 

National  Tube  Company  vs.,  132 

Nice,  Eugene  E.,  vs.,  17-47 

Northwest  Business  Men’s  Association  vs.,  6 

Ohio  Iron  and  Metal  Company  vs.,  15-44 

Penn  Steel  Casting  and  Machine  Company  vs.,  124-221 

Pennsylvania  Paraffine  Company,  et  al.  vs.,  6-108 

Pennsylvania  Rubber  Company  vs.,  135 

Pittsburgh  and  Allegheny  River  Railroad  Company  vs.,  133 

Pittsburgh  Plate  Glass  Company  vs.,  137 

Pittsburgh  Steel  Company  vs.,  133 

Polhemus,  H.  G.,  Jr.,  vs.,  17-82 

Roher,  N.  E.,  et  al.  vs.,  6-50 

Roush,  Guy  P.,  et  al.  vs.,  3-48 

Seattergood,  A.  G.,  vs.,  14-83 

Sener,  G.  & Sons,  et  al.  vs.,  6-79 

Sloyer,  George,  vs.,  3-107-174 

Smith,  Charles  H.,  vs.,  119-186 

Spreckels  Sugar  Refining  Company  vs.,  138 

Sun  Company  vs.,  137 

Swank’s,  Hiram,  Sons,  vs.,  ;...  122-192 

Terminal  Coal  Company  vs.,  8-108-148 

Travelers’  Protective  Association  of  America  vs.,  128-229 

Tunnell,  F.  W.  & Company,  Incorporated,  14-53-121-219 

Universal  Portland  Cement  Company  vs.,  132 

Venango  Oil  and  Supply  Company  vs.,  4-26 

Warner,  Charles,  Company  vs.,  136 

Westmoreland  County,  Residents  of,  vs.,  21-151 

Westmoreland  Specialty  Company  vs.,  136 

Wilson,  J.  M.,  et  al.  vs.,  120-187 

Wineland,  John  S.,  vs.,  18-109-159 

Witmer,  S.  E.,  vs.,  6-37 

Wood,  A.  M.  & Company  vs.,  15-45 

Wyalusing  Hay  Company  vs.,  15-54 

Application  for  approval  of  contract  with, 

Allegheny,  County  of,  for  relocation  of  public  road  and  abolition  of 

grade  crossing,  252-272 

Erie,  City  of,  for  the  construction  of  railroad  siding,  256-323 

Harrisburg,  City  of,  for  the  construction  of  subways,  freight  station, 

etc.,  252-270 

Lower  Merion,  Township- of,  Montgomery  County,  granting  right  to  lay 

water  pipe  under  right  of  way,  254-293 

Mifflin,  Borough  of,  for  construction  of  pavement  in  borough,  254-294 

Philadelphia,  City  of,  for  the  abolition  of  grade  crossings,  255-307 

Pittsburgh,  City  of,  granting  right  to  construct  water  mains  along  right 

of  way  of  company,  262 

Pittsburgh,  City  of,  for  extension  of  railroad  facilities,  251-262 

Pottstown,  Borough  of,  granting  right  to  lay  sewer  pipe  under  railroad 
track,  255-308 
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Springdale,  Borough  of,  granting  right  to  lay  water  pipe  under  right  of 

way  of  railroad,  253-293 

Wilkinsburg,  Borough  of,  for  abolition  of  grade  crossings  and  vacating  of 

certain  streets  in  borough,  255-307 

Wilmerding,  Borough  of,  for  construction  of  storm  conduit  and  sewer 

pipe  under  railroad  track,  254-303 

granting  right  to  lay  sewer  pipe  across  tracks,  256-324 

Certificate  of  public  convenience, 

authorizing  construction  of  siding  across  public  road  in  Harbor  Creek 

Township,  Erie  County,  at  grade,  329-351 

authorizing  construction  of  siding  at  grade  in  the  City  of  Philadelphia,..  329-358 
approving  the  acquisition  of  the  property  and  franchises  of  the  Hollidays- 

burg,  Bedford  and  Cumberland  Railroad  Company,  329-349 

approving  the  sale  of  real  estate  in  the  City  of  Philadelphia  of  The  Bell 

Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania  to,  368 

authorizing  the  construction  at  grade  of  siding  in  the  City  of  Philadel- 
phia,   330-361-368-369 

Complaint  of, 

Columbia,  Borough  of,  as  to  dangerous  crossing,  421 

Lilly,  Borough  of,  as  to  dangerous  crossing,  421 

McElhattan,  Borough  of,  as  to  dangerous  condition  of  station,  420 

Mountville,  Borough  of,  as  to  dangerous  crossing,  421 

New  Florence,  Borough  of,  as  to  dangerous  crossing,  420 

Oil  Creek  Township,  Board  of  Supervisors  of,  as  to  dangerous  crossing,  421 

Sampsell,  Floyd  E.,  relative  to  insufficient  clearance,  420 

Employe  struck  by  overhead  bridge  at  Aspinwall,  419 

Rear  end  collision  at  Conemaugh,  419 

Pennsylvania  Rubber  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  135 

Pennsylvania  Southern  Railroad  Company, 

Dodson  & Moore  vs.,  14-53 

Slicker,  John,  vs.,  21-111-168 

Pennsylvania  Utilities  Company, 

Certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  crossing  of  facilities  by  Le- 
high Navigation  Electric  Company  in  Plainfield  Township,  Northamp- 
ton County,  329-334 

Application  for  certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  crossing  of 

tracks  of  Central  Railroad  Company  of  New  Jersey,  329-355 

vs.  Lehigh  Navigation  Electric  Company,  134 

Pennsylvania  Water  Company, 

Application  for  approval  of  contract  with, 

Pitcairn,  Borough  of,  for  furnishing  water  for  fire  protection  in  borough,  251-265 
Turtle  Creek,  Borough  of,  for  furnishing  water  for  fire  protection  in 

borough,  251-264 

Turtle  Creek,  Borough  of,  for  furnishing  water  for  washing  and  sprink- 
ling streets  of  borough,  251-264 

Turtle  Creek,  Borough  of,  vs.,  438 

Pensyl,  S.  M.,  vs.  Bear  Gap  and  Numida  Telephone  Company,  118-200 

Perishable  merchandise,  alleged  delay  in  transit  of,  19_8i 

Ferkasie,  alleged  excessive  rate  of  railway  fare  between  Norristown  and,  ..  137 

Perkiomen  Gas  and  Fuel  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  approv- 
ing the  incorporation  of,  329-338 

Perry  exchange,  telephone  rates  at,  127-230 
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I'eters,  Township  of,  Washington  County,  approval  of  undergrade  crossing 

in,  350-375 

Petroleum  Telephone  Company, 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $50,000 

of  capital  stock,  380 

application  for  certificate  of  valuation  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

capital  stock,  329-352 

Pettis,  J.  W.,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,  120-191 

Pheasant,  live,  rate  on  from  Richland  to  Palmyra,  16-42 

Philadelphia,  City  of, 
application  for  approval  of  contract  with, 

Philadelphia  Electric  Company  for  lighting  Fairmount  and  Hunting 

Parks  by  electricity,  252-274 

Philadelphia  Electric  Company  for  lighting  parks  and  playgrounds  by 

electricity,  252-273 

for  lighting  streets  by  electricity,  252-273 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  et  al.,  for  abolition  of  grade  crossings,  255-307 

Statement  of  accidents  ar  grade  crossings  in,  416-417 

Train  service  between  Wilkes-Barre  and,  17-78 

Philadelphia,  Baltimore  and  Washington  Railroad  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  City  of  Phila- 
delphia for  the  abolition  of  grade  crossings,  255-307 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $1,- 

000,000  of  bonds,  .379 

Brenz,  William  P.,  vs.,  129 

Delaware  River  Steel  Company  vs.,  137 

Philadelphia  Belt  Line  Railroad  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  City  of  Phila- 
delphia for  abolition  of  grade  crossings,  255-307 

certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  construction  of  siding  at 

grade  in  City  of  Philadelphia,  357-369 

Philadelphia  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of  Traf- 

ford  for  the  transportation  of  gas  over  viaduct  in  borough,  251-259 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $1,000,- 

000  of  capital  stock,  379 

Philadelphia  Electric  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Philadelphia,  City  of, 

for  lighting  streets  by  electricity,  252-273 

Philadelphia,  City  of,  for  lighting  parks  and  playgrounds  by  electricity,  252-273 
Philadelphia,  City  of,  for  lighting  Fairmount  and  Hunting  Parks  by 

electricity,  252-274 

Philadelphia  and  Garrettford  Street  Railway  Company, 

Certificate  of  notification  filed  by, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $30,000  of  bonds,  383 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $50,000  of  bonds,  383 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $100,000  of  bonds,  383 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $100,000  of  bonds,  381 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $50,000  of  bonds,  379 

Philadelphia  and  Pencoyd  Railroad  Company,  James,  George  L.,  vs.,  15-34 

Philadelphia  Railways  Company, 

Bartlett,  Clarence  H.  C.,  vs.,  8-38 

LeFever,  H.  R.,  et  al.  vs.,  129-232 
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Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Company, 

Allen,  James  J.,  vs.,  19-74 

Colliday,  Frank  H.,  vs.,  3-73 

Fink,  F.  W.,  vs.,  15-40 

Henderson,  C.  M , vs.,  9-41 

Risdou,  John  H.,  vs.,  134 

Stevens,  H.  M.,  vs.,  18-59 

United  States  Navy  Yard,  Employes  of,  vs.,  128-245 

Wolf,  James  L.,  vs.,  118-190 

Young,  G.  F.,  vs.,  17-72 

Certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $2,000,- 
000  of  bonds,  393 

Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Pottstown  granting  right  to  lay  sewer  under  railroad  tracks,  255-309 

certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  construction  at  grade  of  sid- 
ing in  the  City  of  Philadelphia,  368 

Complaint  of  the  Borough  of  Columbia  as  to  dangerous  crossing,  421 

complaint  of  Long  Swamp,  Berks  County,  District  School  Board,  rela- 
tive to  dangerous  crossings,  421 

complaint  of  the  Borough  of  Lykens  as  to  dangerous  crossing,  421 

Auburn  Shale  Brick  Company  vs.,  117-185 

Beilis,  Harry  E.,  et  al.  vs.,  6-108 

vs.  Bethlehem  Steel  Company,  133 

Birdsboro  Stone  Company  vs.,  136 

Brubaker,  George,  vs.,  7-25 

Doughten  & Sons  vs.,  122 

Dreifus,  Charles,  Company  vs.,  122-189 

Eddystone  Manufacturing  Company  vs.,  138 

Federal  Steel  Foundry  Company  vs.,  116-189 

Fiscus,  C.  C.,  vs  , 139 

Glatfelter,  P.  H.,  Company  vs.,  122-220 

Hamburg  Vitrified  Brick  Company  vs.,  21-111-162 

Houck,  Alfred  R.,  vs.,  123 

Hummel,  Edward,  vs.,  16-77 

Ivins,  Walter  S.,  '>t  al.  vs.,  127-233 

Johnson,  S.  S.,  vs.,  116-194 

Kahn,  Herman,  vs.,  128-236 

Magee  Carpet  Company  vs.,  120-188 

McEntee,  John  J.,  et  al.  vs.,  139 

Meginnes,  J.  F.,  vs.,  22-112-116-153-201 

Miners  along  Schuylkill  and  Susquehanna  Branch  vs.,  119-226 

Nester,  Harrison  .1.,  vs.,  128-231 

Nortlr,.-pst  Business  Men’s  Association  vs.,  6-108 

Penn  Steel  Casting  and  Machine  Company  vs.,  124-221 

PGtis,  J.  W.,  vs.,  120-191 

Reading,  City  of,  vs.,  19q 

Roberts,  Enoch  T,,  et  al.  vs.,  12i 

Satterthwaite,  L.  P.,  vs.,  120-187 

Schock,  Thomas  U.,  vs.,  16-45 

Sener,  G.  & Sons,  et  al.  vs.,  0_yg 

Smale,  J.  Howard,  vs.,  139-246 

Smith,  Elmer  E.,  vs.,  20-85 
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Stray  horn,  A.  M.,  et  al.  vs.,  131 

Simbury  Table  Works  vs.,  119-185 

Tressler,  Schlegel  and  Company  vs.,  8-39 

Van  Loan,  I.  S.,  Company  vs.,  18-73 

Walker,  S.  G.,  & Company  vs.,  17-109-143 

Whitehall  Cement  Manufacturing  Company  vs.,  130 

Wood,  A.  M.,  vs.,  16-45 

Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  and  Electric  Company, 

Certificate  of  notification  filed  by, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $56,000  of  bonds,  379 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $51,000  of  bonds,  382 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $6,000  of  bonds,  384 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $258,000  of  bonds,  385 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $26,000  of  bonds,  388 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $41,000  of  bonds,  392 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $56,000  of  bonds,  394 

Application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of  Potts- 

town  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  252-269 

Springfield,  Township  of,  Montgomery  County,  for  construction  of  facili- 
ties,   253-283 

Philadelphia  and  Western  Railway  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  the  Township  of  Haverford, 
Delaware  County,  for  the  construction  of  drain  pipe  under  railroad 

tracks,  256-326 

complaint  of  Elmer  E.  Jones  relative  to  high  steps  on  cars  of,  419 

Jones,  Elmer  E.,  vs.,  127 

Philadelphia  and  West  Chester  Traction,  et  al.,  Sloyer,  George,  vs.,  3-174 

Philips,  George  M.,  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  136 

Phillips,  T.  W.,  Gas  and  Oil  Company,  White,  W.  J.,  vs.,  117-186 

Phoenixville,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  to  points  north  of,  14-109-163 

lierce,  .Tames  B.,  vs.  Central  District  and  Printing  Telegraph  Company,..  17-109 

Pine  Grove,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  to,  16-77 

Pipe  line  companies,  statement  of  accidents  to  employes  and  others,  January 

1,  1914,  to  June  30,  1914,  427 

Pipe  Line  Refrigerating  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with 

respect  to  the  issu.ance  of  $120,000  of  capital  stock,  391 

Pitcairn,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 

Pennsylvania  Water  Company  for  furnishing  water  for  fire  protection,  251-265 

Pittsburgh,  Allegheny  and  McKees  Rocks  Railroad  Company  vs.  Pittsburgh 

and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company,  et  al.,  132 

Pittsburgh,  City  of. 

Chamber  of  Commerce  of,  vs.  Central  District  Telephone  Company,  124 

approval  of  overhead  crossings  in,  375 

rate  on  paper  from  Spring  Grove  to,  4-62 

rate  on  brick  to  South  Duquesne,  from,  15-75 

statement  of  accidents  at  grade  crossings  in,  414-415-418 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with. 

Equitable  Gas  Company  for  furnishing  gas  at  Lincoln  pumping  station,  253-281 

Equitable  Gas  Company  for  furnishing  gas  at  Garfield  pumping  station,  253-281 

Equitable  Gas  Company  for  furnishing  gas  at  Mission  Street  pumping 

station , 253-281 

Equitable  Gas  Company  for  furnishing  gas  at  North  Side  City  Home,..  253-282 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  granting  right  to  construct  water  mains 
along  right  of  way  of  company,  262 
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Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  for  extension  of  railroad  facilities  in,  251-262 

Long  distance  telephone  rates  from  Saxonburg  to,  22-112-176 

Pittsburgh  and  Allegheny  Valley  River  Railroad  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania 

Railroad  Company  and  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company,  133 

Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company, 
application  for  approval  of  contract  with, 

Clinton,  Township  of,  Butler  County,  granting  right  to  change  location 

of  public  highway,  255-316 

West  Deer,  Township  of,  Allegheny  County,  granting  right  to  construct 

crossing  below  grade,  255-314-315 

West  Deer,  Township  of,  Allegheny  County,  granting  right  to  construct 

temporary  overhead  crossing,  255-315 

West  Deer,  Township  of,  Allegheny  County,  granting  right  to  change 

location  of  public  highway,  255-315 

Pittsburgh  and  Butler  Railway  Company, 
accident  caused  by, 

derailment  of  electric  car  at  West  Hoffman  Station,  419 

head-on  collision  at  Sample  Station,  419 

Report  of  Investigator  of  Accidents  on  derailment  of  car  near  West  Hoff- 
man Station,  425 

Certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  the  merger  with  the  Butler 

Passenger  Railway  Company,  343 

Certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $1,750,- 

000  of  capital  stock,  386 

Pittsburgh,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  and  St.  Louis  Railway  Company,  Craw- 
ford and  Bunce,  et  al.,  vs.,  134 

Pittsburgh,  Harmony,  Butler  and  New  Castle  Railway  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Big  Beaver,  Town- 
ship of,  Beaver  County,  granting  right  for  construction  of  railroad 

over  private  right  of  way,  254-297 

Homewood,  Borough  of,  for  construction  of  railroad  over  private  right 

of  way  in  borough,  254-297 

Koppel,  Borough  of,  for  change  of  grade  and  gauge  of  railroad,  254-299 

Ellwood  City,  Health  District  of,  vs.,  139 

Hileman,  Henry,  vs.,  3-80 

Pittsburgh  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company, 

Aliquippa,  Borough  of,  vs.,  126 

Aliquippa  and  Southern  Railroad  Company  vs.,  132 

Carnegie  Steel  Company  vs.,  135 

Kidd  Brothers  and  Burgher  Steel  Wire  Company,  T.  W.  Friend,  Re- 
ceiver, vs.,  13-108-167 

Lockhart  Iron  and  Steel  Company  vs.,  136 

McClintick-Marshall  Construction  Company  vs.,  136 

Monongahela  Connecting  Railroad  Company  vs.,  132 

National  Tube  Company  vs.,  132 

Pittsburgh,  Allegheny  and  McKees  Rocks  Railroad  Company  vs.,  132 

Pittsburgh  Steel  Company  vs.,  133 

South  Shore  Railroad  Company  vs.,  ]33 

Certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $4,214,- 

000  of  equipment  bonds,  39(5 

Passenger  struck  at  station  while  alighting  from  train  at  East  California,  419 

Pittsburgh  Plate  Glass  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  137 

Pittsburgh,  McKeesport  and  Westmoreland  Railroad  Company,  Greno,  C. 

D.,  et  al.  vs.,  125 
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Pittsburgh  Railways  Company, 

Beltmont,  Board  of  Trade  of,  vs.,  7-56 

Etna,  Board  of  Trade  of,  complaint  of,  relative  to  dangerous  condition 

of  roadbed,  420 

Hagan,  R.  A.,  vs.,  5-67 

Homeville,  Citizens  of,  vs.,  7-33 

Martin,  C.  T.,  vs.,  125-222 

McKeesport,  Chamber  of  Commerce  of,  vs.,  7-64 

Pittsburgii,  Shawmut  and  Northern  Railroad  Company, 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $525,000 

of  receivers’  certificates,  392 

Miller  Construction  Company  vs.,  9-26 

Pittsburgh  and  Shawmut  Railroad  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed 

by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $4,500,000  of  equipment  bonds,  390 

Pittsburgh  Steel  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  Pitts- 
burgh and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company,  133 

Pittsburgh,  'Westmoreland  and  Somerset  Railroad  Company,  Babcock  Lum- 
ber Company  vs.,  119-198 

I’ittsburgli,  Youngstown  and  Ashtabula  Railway  Company,  certificate  of 

notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $510,000  of  bonds,  393 

Pittston,  rate  on  hay  to,  16-109 

Plains,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  between  Pocono  and,  129 

Plainfield,  Township  of,  Northampton  County,  certificate  of  public  con- 
venience authorizing  crossing  of  railroad  tracks  and  electric  facilities  by 

facilities  of  Lehigh  Navigation  Electric  Company,  334 

Plainfield  Rural  Bell  Telephone  Company,  Van  Camp,  D.  W.,  vs.,  115-183 

Plainfield  Water  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  sale 

of  property  of  the  Blue  Mountain  Consolidated  Water  Company  to,  363 

Plymouth,  rate  on  hay  to  Kingston  and  New  Albany  from,  15-76 

I’ocono,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  between  Plains  and,  129 

Pocono  Telephone  Company,  Stroudsburg  and  Bushkill  Telephone  Company 

vs.,  137 

Polhemus,  H.  G.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  17-82 

Policemen,  administrative  ruling  relative  to  issuance  of  free  transportation 

to,  by  railroad  and  railway  companies,  485 

Poorman,  W.  S.,  et  al.  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  3-107 

Portage,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  coal  to  Eldorado  from,  131-239 

Portage  Water  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to 

the  issuance  of  $.50,000  of  capital  stock  and  $50,000  of  bonds,  386 

Port  Allegany,  alleged  excessive  express  rate  to  Turtle  Point  from,  121-200 

Port  Carbon,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  417 

Port  Clinton,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Port  Clin- 
ton Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  for  construction  of  facilities  and 

lighting  streets  of  borough,  253-289 

Port  Clinton  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of  Port 
Clinton  for  construction  of  facilities  and  lighting  streets  of  borough,  ..  253-289 
certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  sale  of  property  and  franchises 

to  Auburn  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  361 

Postal  Telegraph-Cable  Company  vs.  Central  District  and  Printing  Tele- 
graph Company  and  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  4-107-158 

Potter,  John  R.,  et  al.  vs.  Reading  Transit  Company,  13-57 

Potter  Gas  Company,  Giannotti,  Philip,  vs.,  128-215 
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I'ottstowu,  Borough  of,  Page, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
road Company  granting  right  to  lay  sewer  pipe  under  railroad  track,  ..  255-308 

sewer  pipe  under  railroad  track,  255-308 

Philadelphia  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  252-269 
Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company  granting  right  to  lay  sewer 

pipe  under  railroad  tracks,  255-309 

alleged  inadequate  railway  service  between  New  Philadelphia,  and, 131 

Poultry,  alleged  discrimination  in  rate  on,  6-80 

Powell,  William  W.,  Jr.,  vs.  Central  District  and  Printing  Telegraph 

Company,  4 

Power  of  attorney,  circular  with  reference  to  issuance  of,  by  common  car- 
riers and  express  companies,  488 

Private  siding,  refusal  to  deliver  less  than  carload  freight  on, 4-26 

Produce, 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Clark’s  Mills  to  Jamestown,  9-164 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  out  of  Philadelphia,  20-110-161 

alleged  delay  in  transit  of,  120-191 

alleged  excessive  and  unreasonable  rate  on,  from  Pittsburgh, 134 

Public  pay  station,  alleged  refusal  to  install,  197 

Public  Service  Commission,  table  of  complaints  filed  with,  July  26,  1913, 

to  June  30,  1914,  115 

Pulley  wheel,  alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Reading  to  Birdsboro, 115-184 

Pullman  Company,  statement  of  accidents  to  employes  and  others,  Jan- 
uary 1,  1914,  to  June  30,  1914, 427 

Punxsutawney,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  from  Rossiter  to, 136 

Purdy,  Mabel  A.,  vs.  Galeton-Eldred  Water  Company, 116 

Purse,  Robert,  vs.  Johnstown  Water  Company, 117-1% 

Quick  Delivery  Express  Company,  Kolb’s  Bakery  vs.,  8-28 

Railroad  cars,  alleged  insanitary  condition  of,  125-128-222-236 

Railroad  companies  reporting  no  accidents,  January  1,  1913,  to  July  26, 

1913,  93 

Railroad  companies,  administrative  ruling  relative  to  issuance  of  free 

passes  by,  485 

Railroad  construction, 

ordinance  contract  granting  right  for,  over  private  right  of  way  in 

Big  Beaver  Township,  Beaver  County,  297 

contract  for  construction  of  overhead  cros.siug  on  Dorseyville  and  Cul- 

mervUle  Road  in  Allegheny  County,  299 

oi-dinance  contract  for  construction  of  railroad  over  private  right  of  way 

in  Borough  of  Homewood,  297 

ordinance  contract  for  change  of  grade  and  gauge  of  railroad  in  Bor- 
ough of  Koppel,  299 

contract  granting  right  to  cross  public  highway  below  grade  in  West 

Deer  Township,  Allegheny  County,  314 

Railroad  crossing,  petition  for  establisment  of, 139 

Railroad  equipment, 

alleged  unsafe  condition  of,  21-111-149 

alleged  unsatisfactory  condition  of,  on  Mount  .Tewett,  Kinzua  and  Riter- 

ville  Railroad,  424 

Railroad  fare,  alleged  excessive  when  paid  on  train,  5-38 

Railroad  siding, 

alleged  unreasonable  delay  in  construction  of,  232 

contract  for  construction  of,  in  the  City  of  Erie, 323 
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alleged  dangerous  condition  of,  at  Braddock,  129-248 

petition  for  relocation  of,  at  Fortuna,  127-233 

discontinuance  of,  at  Kauffman,  127-241 

Railroad  track, 

alleged  unsafe  condition  of,  21-111-149 

Railroad  trains,  discontinuance  of,  131 

Railroads, 

accidents  on,  statement  of  causes,  409 

classification  of  accidents  to  employes,  passengers,  trespassers  and 

others,  405 

reporting  no  accidents,  July  27,  1913,  to  June  30,  1914, '. . . 411 

statement  of  fatalities  and  injuries  to  employes  of,  showing  compara- 
tive hazard  of  various  occupations,  July  27,  1913,  to  .June  30,  1914, 409 

summary  of  reports  of  accidents  on,  July  27,  1913,  to  June  30,  1914, 407 

tabulation  showing  percentage  of  fatalities  in  each  class  of  persons  to 

total  number  of  accidents,  406 

Railway  cars, 

general  order  providing  for  installation  of  jacks  on, 460 

routing  of,  to  Navy  Yard,  Philadelphia,  128-245 

alleged  insanitary  condition  of,  125-222 

alleged  excessive  height  of  steps  on 20-150 

Railway  companies  reporting  no  accidejits,  January  1,  1913,  to  July  26, 

1913,  7 93 

Railway  construction, 

contract  for  construction  of  railway  on  State  highway  in  East  Pike 

Run  Township,  Washington  County,  305 

ordinance  contract  granting  right  to  construct  tracks  on  certain  streets 

in  the  Borough  of  Elizabethtown,  312 

contract  granting  right  to  construct  track  on  public  highway  in  Mount 

Joy  Township,  Lancaster  County,  312 

contract  granting  right  to  construct  track  on  public  highway  in  Cone- 

wago  Township,  Dauphin  County,  313 

contract  granting  right  to  construct  track  on  public  highway  in  Derry 

Township,  Dauphin  County,  314 

Railway  equipment,  7-15-21-33-59-71 T12-118-129-162-202-232-245 

Railway  fare,  alleged  excessive,  22-121-128-162-227-236 

alleged  excessive,  Wales  Junction  to  Lansdale,  ^117-195 

alleged  failure  to  extend  line  to  Palls  Creek,  178 

alleged  inadequacy  of,  between  Pottsville  and  New  Philadelphia, 131 

insufficiency  of,  15-40 

unsatisfactory  condition  of,  13-70 

Railway  stop,  petition  for,  at  Ridge  Avenue  and  Lauriston  Street,  Wis- 

sahickon,  119-191 

Railway  transportation,  rules  governing,  in  Lebanon,  137 

Ramey  Water  Company,  Decker,  James  E.,  vs.,  116-184 

Rank,  S.  K.,  vs.  Cherry  Tree  and  Dixonville  Railroad  Company, 18-72 

Rates, 

alleged  discriminatory  on  cement,  T 138 

alleged  discriminatory  for  package  service, 196 

alleged  discriminatory  for  short  haul  as  against  long  haul, 121-123-129-202-203- 

206-213-224 

alleged  excessive,  on  empty  ice  cream  containers, 138 
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alleged  excessive,  for  streeet  sprinkling,  134 

alleged  excessive  and  discriminatory  for  steam  heating  service,  120-218 

alleged  excessive  and  unreasonable,  on  fruit  and  produce  from  Pitts- 
burgh,   134 

alleged  excessive  for  transportation  of  passengers  and  vehicles, 139 

alleged  excessive,  Allentown  to  Coopersburg,  126 

alleged  excessive  for  transportation  of  bread,  8-28 

alleged  excessive  on  bark,  Fairhope  to  Big  Run,  15-1.52 

alleged  excessive,  on  beer  containers,  Hastings  to  DuBois, 111-168 

alleged  excessive  for  bridge  toll,  129-247 

alleged  excessive,  on  cattle,  Woodbourne  to  Philadelphia, 120-187 

alleged  excessive,  due  to  capacity  of  car,  13-42 

alleged  excessive,  on  coal-dust,  Mauch  Chunk  to  Berwick,  127-222 

alleged  excessive  commutation,  between  Philadelphia  and  Coatesville, . . . . 125 

alleged  excessive,  on  coppered  wire,  18-73 

alleged  excessive,  express.  Port  Allegany  to  Turtlepoint,  121-200 

alleged  excessive,  on  gasoline.  Bruin  to  Kane,  1.35 

alleged  excessive,  on  household  goods,  Tionesta  to  Warren,  139 

alleged  excessive,  on  iron  pulley  wheel,  Reading  to  Bird.sboro, 115-184 

alleged  excessive,  for  interchange  of  freight  at  Johnstown, 126-239 

alleged  excessive,  for  lighting  service,  126-138 

alleged  excessive,  for  carriage  of  newspapers,  Bock  Haven  to  Mill  Hall,  127-225 

alleged  excessive,  for  package  serive,  20-110-150 

alleged  excessive,  for  railway  transportation,  134 

alleged  excessive,  for  switching,  131 

alleged  excessive,  for  transfer  of  trunk,  124-210 

alleged  excessive  express.  Van  to  Franklin, 13-34 

alleged  discriminatory  on  brick  for  short  haul  as  against  long  haul, 121-206 

alleged  discriminatory  on  brick.  Mill  Hall  to  Burnside, 126-224 

alleged  excessive,  on  fire  brick,  Johnstown  to  New  Kensington, 122-192 

alleged  refusal  to  issue  joint,  on  brick,  Auburn  to  Hazleton, 117-185 

alleged  excessive,  on  brick,  Pittsburgh  to  South  Duquesne,  15-75 

alleged  excessive,  on  chickens.  Grove  City  to  Wilmington, 109-154 

alleged  excessive,  on  coke,  Graceton  to  Indiana, 8-28 

alleged  excessive,  on  anthracite  coal  into  Philadelphia, 108 

alleged  discriminatory  on  coal,  Clearfield  district  to  York, 109-129-156 

alleged  discriminatory,  on  coal  to  Germantown  and  Chestnut  Hill, 121 

alleged  excessive,  on  coal.  Portage  to  Eldorado,  131-239 

alleged  excessive,  on  coal,  Penn  Station  to  Jeannette, 135 

alleged  excssive,  on  coal,  Greensburg  to  .Jeannette, 125 

alleged  excessive,  on  coal,  Clearfield  to  Osterburg, 136 

alleged  excessive,  on  coal,  to  Chester,  116-189 

alleged  excessive,  on  coal.  Auburn  and  Landingville  to  Hamburg, 21-111-162 

alleged  excessive  increase  in,  on  coal,  to  Philadelphia, 138 

alleged  excessive,  on  coal,  Clearfield  district  to  Lancaster,  108-125-157 

alleged  excessive  increase  in,  on  coal,  to  Philadelphia  for  harbor  delivery,  138-1.39 

alleged  excessive,  on  shipment  from  Spring  Grove  to  Enon  Valley, 127-235 

alleged  unreasonable,  on  freight,  20-145 

alleged  unjust  advance  in,  on  coal  destined  within  the  capes, 137 

alleged  unjust  increase  in,  on  coal,  from  Penn,  Biddle,  Irwin  and 

Hahntown  to  Jeannette,  135 

alleged  unreasonable  increase  in,  on  coal,  Biddle  and  Penn  Siding  to 
Grapevine,  136 
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on  coal  between  Duncannon  and  Reading,  8-41 

on  coal  from  Lehigh  and  IVyoming  regions  to  Hazard,  Pahnerton  and 

Lehigh  Gap,  125 

on  coal,  Moosic  to  Stroudsburg,  7-70 

alleged  discriminatory,  for  electric  power, 115-127-130-190 

alleged  excessive  for  electric  service, 120-121-123-127-139-198-199-220-225 

alleged  excessive,  on  fertilizer,  119-209 

alleged  excessive,  on  fertilizer,  Philadelphia  to  Chadd’s  Eord,  109-143 

alleged  excessive  on  fertilizer,  Philadelphia  to  Freemansburg, 119-185 

alleged  excessive,  on  fertilizer,  Philadelphia  to  West  Salisbury, 121-219 

on  fertilizer,  Philadelphia  to  Elk  Lick,  14-54 

on  farm  products,  Clark’s  Mills  to  Jamestown,  9-108-164 

alleged  excessive,  for  gas  service,  115-120-135-192-198 

on  hay,  Glen  Lyon  to  Nanticoke,  15-.54 

alleged  excessive,  on  hay,  Holden  to  Byrnedale,  21-111-168 

alleged  excessive  on  hay.  New  Albany  to  Kingston  and  Plymouth, 15-75 

alleged  excessive  on  hay,  baled.  New  Hope  to  Philadelphia,  116-194 

alleged  excessive  on  hay  to  Pittston,  109-154 

alleged  discriminatory,  on  horses,  Hartstown  to  Bakerstown,  118-204 

alleged  excessive  and  discriminatory  on  lime,  155 

alleged  excessive  on  limestone,  Annville  to  Cementon,  130 

alleged  excessive  on  limestone,  IMount  Etna  to  Martinsburg,  109-159 

alleged  excessive  on  limestone,  crushed.  Harmony  Junction  to  Warren- 

dale,  3-81 

alleged  excessive  on  lime,  Bellefonte  to  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Junction,  107-155 

alleged  discriminatory  on  lumber,  Heilwood  to  Beech  Creek,  122-224 

alleged  excessive  on  lumber,  Meadville  Branch  to  Oil  City,  119-218 

alleged  excessive  on  lumber,  Rockwood  to  McKeesport,  110-154 

alleged  excessive  on  lumber,  Waterville  to  Lansford,  126-214 

alleged  excessive  on  lumber,  from  Worth,  122-217 

alleged  excessive  on  lumber,  Somerset  to  Laurel  Summit,  119-198 

alleged  discriminatory  on  lumber.  Limestone  to  Oil  City,  108-169 

. alleged  discriminatory  in,  on  school  tickets  between  Allison  Park  and 

Etna,  123-213 

on  books,  Lititz  to  Lansdowne,  13-52 

on  oil,  Walford  to  Titusville,  108 

on  paper.  Spring  Grove  to  Pittsburgh,  4-62 

on  poultry,  alleged  discrimination  in,  6-80 

alleged  excessive  on  produce  out  of  Philadelphia,  20-110-161 

alleged  excessive  on  produce,  Clark’s  Mills  to  Jamestown,  9-164 

on  soap,  Ashland  to  Summit  Hill,  17-66 

alleged  excessive  on  scrap  iron,  110-143 

alleged  excessive  on  scrap  iron,  Pittsburgh  to  Vienna,  4-30 

alleged  excessive  on  stone,  115-129 

alleged  excessive,  on  stone,  Conshohocken  to  Philadelphia,  122 

alleged  excessive  on  stone.  Trap  Rock  to  Birdsboro,  135 

for  telephone  service,  21-22-107-109-110-111-112-115-117-118-122-123-124-125-128-148-161- 

176-177-183-184-192-200-226-230-240 

alleged  excessive  on  ties,  6-35 

alleged  unreasonable  on  ties  and  lumber  from  Oil  City,  171 

alleged  excessive  on  waste  paper,  Philadelphia  to  Spring  Grove,  122-220 
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alleged  discriminatoi'y  for  water  service,  125-212 

alleged  excessive  for  water  service,  ..116-123-124-128-130-131-132-133-131-137-211-215- 

237-244 

alleged  unjust  increase  in,  for  water  service,  125-131-216 

general  order  regulating  issuing  of,  on  less  than  statutory  notice,  459 

general  order  in  the  matter  of  application  of  at  intermediate  points,  454 

withdrawal  of  commodity,  on  crude  limestone  to  Monessen,  133 

Rates  of  fare  between  New  Hope  and  Philadelphia,  112-153 

alleged  excessive  between  Norristown  and  Perkasie,  137 

alleged  excessive.  West  Middlesex  to  Sharon,  20-111-164 

Rates  and  Tariffs,  Report  of  Bureau  of,  131 

Raystown  Water  Power  Company, 

application  for  certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  crossing  of 
facilities  of  Penn  Central  Light  and  Power  Company  in  the  borough 

of  Mount  Union,  329-341 

application  for  certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  crossing  of 
facilities  of,  Penn  Central,  Light  and  Power  Company  by  facilities  of,  329-347 
Rea,  Henry  B.,  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company  and  Bessemer 

and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company,  118-204 

Read  Machinery  Company  vs.  Northern  Central  Railway  Company,  138 


Reading, 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  pulley  wheel  to  Birdsboro,  115-184 

alleged  inadequacy  of  station  facilities  at,  130-246 

rate  on  coal  from  Duncannon  to,  8-41 

City  of,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,  120 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  417 

Chamber  of  Commerce  of,  complaint  relative  to  dangerous  crossing  over 

tracks  of  Reading  Transit  Company,  421 

Reading  Suburban  Water  Company,  Ulrich,  Solomon,  F.  M.,  et  al.  vs.,..  117-194 
Reading  Transit  Company, 


Complaint  of  Reading  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  Berks  County  Farm 


Bureau  relative  to  dangerous  crossings  over  tracks  of,  421 

accident  caused  by  derailment  at  Conshohocken,  419 

Town  Council  of  Birdsboro  and  John  R.  Potter  et  al.  vs.,  15-57 

Hower,  S.  L.,  vs.,  137 

Schopp,  W.  J.,  vs.,  119-191 

Smith,  Catherine  D.,  vs.,  7-35 

Reading  Transit  and  Light  Company,  application  for  approval  of  contract 

with  the  City  of  Lebanon  for  lighting  streets  of  city,  256-318 

Red  Hill  Gas  Company, 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  merger  and  consolidation  with 

Green  Lane  Gas,  Fuel  and  Heat  Company,  329-359 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  incorporation  of,  329-335 

Reed,  Charles  D.,  vs.  Jefferson  Traction  Company,  16-43 

Reese-Sheriff  Lumber  Company  vs.  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River 

Railroad  Company,  123-213 

Reese,  Walter  C.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Lighting  Company,  116-234 

Refrigerator  service,  alleged  excessive  charge  for,  3-55 

Relief  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  application  for  approval  of 
ordinance  contract  with  the  boroughs  of  AVashington,  East  Washington 

and  Canonsburg  for  construction  of  facilities,  253-289 

Renovo,  statement  of  accidept  at  grade  crossing  in,  4ig 
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Replogle,  R.  Z.,  complaint  as  to  dangerous  condition  of  lines  of  Cambria 

Inclined  Plane  Company,  420 

Report  on  Investigator  of  Accidents,  401 

Report  of  Accidents  filed  with  the  Pennsylvania  State  Railroad  Commission,  87 

Repp,  William,  vs.  Scranton  Railway  Company,  9-75 

Republic  Railway  and  Light  Company,  Borough  Council  of  West  Middlesex 

vs.,  20-111-164 

Rice,  H.  H.,  et  al.  vs.  Valley  Traction  Company,  5-36 

Richland,  rate  on  live  pheasant  to  Palmyra  from,  16-42 

Richland,  Borough  of,  certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  the  pur- 
chase of  property  and  franchises  of  Richland  "Water  Company,  329-344 

Richland  Water  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  pur- 
chase of  property  and  franchises  by  the  Borough  of  Richland,  344 

Rider,  John  T.,  vs.  Eric  Railroad  Company,  8-45 

Richmond,  alleged  overcharge  on  shipment  of  ties  to  West  Point  from,  19-83 

Risdon,  John  H.,  vs.  Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Company,  134 

Riverton  Consolidated  Water  Company, 

Byrem,  C.  E.,  vs.,  117-189 

Gochnauer,  George  C.,  et  al.  vs.,  124 

Rivett,  Cecilia  H.,  vs.  Equitable  Gas  Company,  136 

Roberts,  Enoch  T.,  et  al.  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,  121 
Robesonia,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 
the  Heidleberg  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  for  lighting 

streets  of  borough,  254-303 

Rockwood,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  lumber  to  McKeesport  from,  19-110-154 

Rodeffer,  D!  M.,  vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Company,  137 

Rohrerstown,  Landisville  and  Mount  Joy  Street  Railway  Company,  cer- 
tificate of  notification  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $3,500  of  capital  stock,  382 
Roscoe,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 

the  West  Penn  Electric  Company  for  lighting  the  streets  of  borough,  255-310 

Rosenbloom,  J.  H.,  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company,  19-84 

Ross,  Hugh,  complaint  as  to  dangerous  operation  of  cars  of  Lancaster  and 

York  Furnace  Street  Railway  Company,  420 

Rossiter,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  to  Punxsutawney  from,  136 

Roush,  Guy  P.,  et  al.  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  3-48 

Rudert,  Paul,  vs.  Saxonburg  Telephone  Company,  22-112-176 

Rules  and  regulations  pertaining  to  gas  service  utilities,  463 

Rules  and  regulations  pertaining  to  heating  utilities,  477 

Rules  and  regulations  pertaining  to  electric  utilities,  469 

Rules  of  practice  of  procedure  before  the  Commission,  499 

Rules  and  regulations  governing  form  of  tariffs,  461 

Rules  and  regulations  pertaining  to  water  utilities,  481 

Rulings,  administrative,  issued  between  August  4,  1913,  and  June  30,  1914,  449 

Rupp,  Elmer  F.,  vs.  Central  District  Telephone  Company,  18-47 

Sample  Station,  accident  caused  by  head-on  collision  at,  419 

Samples  Road  Crossing,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  at,  415 

Sampsell,  Floyd  E.,  complaint  against  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company 

relative  to  insufficient  clearance,  420 

Sanderson,  M.  V.,  vs.  United  Electric  Company,  119-223 

Sandy,  Township  of,  Clearfield  County,  certificate  of  public  convenience 

authorizing  construction  of  grade  crossings  in,  365 

Sanitary  drinking  cups,  general  order  providing  for  on  passenger  cars  and 
agency  stations,  451 
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Sassaman,  IClias,  vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Company,  126 

Satterthwaite,  L.  P.,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,  ..  120-187 
Saxonburg,  alleged  excessive  rate  for  telephone  service  to  Pittsburgh  from,  22-112-176 

Saxonburg  Telephone  Company,  Rudert,  Paul,  vs.,  22-112-176 

Sayre,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  between  Tunkhannock  and,  127-214 

Scattergood,  A.  G.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 14-83 

Schedules,  alleged  non-maintenance  of,  14-37 

Schoen- Jackson  Company  vs.  Adams  Express  Company,  130-236 

School  tickets,  alleged  discriminatory  rate  on,  Allison  Park  to  Etna, 123-213 

Schock,  Thomas  U.,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company, 16-45 

Schopp,  W.  J.,  vs.  Reading  Transit  Company, 119-191 

Schwenksville,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
with  the  Counties  Gas  and  Electric  Company  for  construction  of  facili- 
ties,   254-300 

Schmoyer,  F.  J.,  vs.  Northern  Central  Gas  Company, 121-234 

Scott,  George  W.,  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Penna., 17-79 

Scrap  iron, 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  19-110-143 

alleged  discrepancy  in  weight  on  shipment  from  Wilkes-Barre  to  Co- 
lumbia,   122-189 

rate  on,  Pittsburgh  to  Vienna,  4-30 

Scranton,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 415 

Scranton  Electric  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect 

To  the  issuance  of  $201,000  of  bonds, 394 

Scranton  Railway  Company,  Repp,  William,  vs.,  9-75 

Schrenk,  Charles  W.,  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Penna., 118-197 

Schuylkill  and  Dauphin  Traction  Company,  complaint  of  George  A.  Sig- 

man,  relative  to  dangerous  condition  of  ro.adbed, 420 

Schuylkill  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by, 

with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $1,200,000  of  bonds, 388 

Schuylkill  Haven,  Borough  of,  vs.  Schuylkill  Haven  Gas  and  Water  Com- 
pany,   130 

Schuylkill  Haven  Gas  and  Water  Company,  Borough  of  Schuylkill  Haven 

vs 130 

Schuylkill  Haven  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  application  for  ap- 
proval of  ordinance  contract  with  the  borough  of  Ashland  for  furnishing 

electric  service  in  the  borough,  251-257 

Schuylkill  River  East  Side  Railroad  Company,  et  al.,  application  for 
approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  City  of  Philadelphia  for  abolition 

of  grade  crossings,  255-307 

Schuylkill  and  Susquehanna  Branch,  miners  along,  vs.  Philadelphia  and 

Reading  Railway  Company,  119-226 

Schuylkill  Railway  Company,  Borough  of  Shenandoah,  A.shland,  Girard- 

ville  and  Wahanoy  City  vs. 134 

Sellersville,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 417 

Selts,  W.  A.,  et  al.,  vs.  .Jersey  Shore  Gas  Company, 115-217 

Sener,  G.,  & Sons,  et  al.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  Phila- 
delphia and  Reading  Railway  Company,  6-79 

Sewer,  ordinance  contract  granting  right  to  construct,  under  railroad  in  the 

City  of  Harrisburg,  279 

Sewickley, 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 416 
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Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the 


Central  District  Telephone  Company  for  construction  of  facilities, 253-291 

Shamokin,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 415 

Shamokin  and  Mount  Carmel  Transit  Company,  liocust  Gap,  residents  of 

and  vicinity,  vs., 7-52 

Shaffner,  E.  O.,  vs.  Harrisburg  Gas  Company,  121-188 

Shannon,  R.  F.,  complaint  as  to  dangerous  crossing  over  tracks  of  Erie 

Railroad  Company,  421 

Sharah,  W.  H.,  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Comany, 129-248 

Sharon,  alleged  excessive  fare  from  West  Middlesex  to,  164 

passenger  rates  of  fare  between  Shenango  and,  5-38 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  415-418 

alleged  excessive  rate  of  fare.  West  Middlesex  to,  20-111-164 

Sharon,  S.  A.,  vs.  Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Company, 19-83 

Sharon,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 

Shenango  Valley  Electric  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough, 254-294 

Sharon  Water  Works  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with 

respect  to  the  issuance  of  $400,000  of  bonds, 380 

Sharpsburg, 

Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the 

Central  District  Telephone  Company  for  construction  of  facilities, 253-292 

Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Sharps- 

ville  Electric  Light  Company,  for  lighting  streets  of  borough, 254-295 

Sharpsville,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
with  the  Sharpsville  Electric  Light  Company  for  furnishing  electric 

current  to  pumping  station,  2.54-295 

Sharpsville  Electric  Light  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  for  furnishing  electric 

current  to  pumping  station,  254-295 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  for  lighting  streets  of 

borough , 254-295 

Sharpsville,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  for 

lighting  streets  of  borough,  254-295 

Sharpsburg,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 416 

Sheffield,  alleged  overcharge  on  shipment  of  lumber  from, 120-209 

Sheffield  and  Tionesta  Railroad  Company, 

Korb,  John,  vs.,  139 

Pennsylvania  Lumber  Company  vs.,  120-209 

Sheets,  U.  J.,  et  al.  vs.  Central  District  Printing  and  Telegraph  Com- 
pany,   3-107 

Sheldon,  G.  M.,  & Company  vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company,  16-109-1.54 

Shelter  facilities,  lack  of,  at  Eriton,  5-69 

Shelter  station,  petition  for,  at  .Jackson  Run  Road, 118-202 

Shenandoah,  Borough  of,  et  al.,  vs.  Schuylkill  Railways  Company, 134 

Shenandoah  Valley  Transportation  Company,  application  for  certificate 

of  public  convenience  approving  incorporation  of, 329-348 

Shenango,  passenger  rates  of  fare  between  Sharon  and,  5-38 

Shenango  Valley  Electric  Eight  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Farrell  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  255-305 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 
Sharon  for  lighting  streets  of  borough, 254-294 
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Shippensburg,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  between  Chambersburg 

and,  21-112-169 

Sliippers’,  load  and  count,  issuance  of  bills  of  lading  when  stamped, 117-194 

Sbonk,  J.  J.,  and  Goerlich,  0.  S.,  vs.  Bethlehem  City  Water  Company,...  125 

Short  line  or  industrial  railroad,  in  re  allowance  to, 132 

Shumaker  Brothers  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company, 15-109-152 

Siding  facilities,  5-32 

allege(]t [inadequacy  of,  at  Aliquippa,  13-108-167 

Signals,  failure  to  stop  on  display  of, 7-43 

Sigman,  George  A.,  complaint  against  Schuylkill  and  Dauphin  Traction 

Company  relative  to  dangerous  condition  of  roadbed,  420 

Skinner’s  Eddy,  petition  for  station  facilities  at,  130 

Slate  Belt  Electric  Railway  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience 
authorizing  crossing  of  tracks  by  Lehigh  Navigation  Electric  Company 

in  Plainfield  Township,  Northampton  County,  329-334 

Slate  Products  Company  vs.  Lehigh  and  New  England  Railroad  Company,..  117-194 
Slate  Belt  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company  vs.  Blue  Mountain  Tele- 
phone and  Telegraph  Company,  128 

Slemmer,  B.  Frank  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Penna.,  13-75 

Slicker,  John,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Southern  Railroad  Company, 21-111-168 

Sligo,  alleged  insufficient  heat  in  train  from  Lawsonham  from, 187 

Sloyer,  George,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Western  Railway  Company,  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company,  Adams  Express  Company  and  Philadelphia  and 

West  Chester  Traction  Company,  3-107-174 

Sm.ale,  .T.  Howard,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company, 130.-246 

Smith, 

Catherine  D.,  vs.  Allentown  and  Reading  Traction  Company  and  Read- 
ing Transit  Company,  7-35 

Charles  H.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  119-186 

Elmer  E.,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company, 20-85 

F.  B.,  et  al.  vs.,  Erie  Railroad  Company,  19-110-143 

Snyder,  T.  L.,  vs.  Maryland  and  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 124-207 

Soap,  rate  on,  Ashland  to  Summit  Hill,  17-66 

Somerset,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  Inmber  to  Laurel  Summit  from, 119-198 

Somerset  Telephone  Company  vs.  Economy  Telephone  Stock  Company, 125-240 

South  Avoca,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 415 

South  Bethlehem,  Borough  of, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Easton  Transit 

Company  for  extension  of  railroad  tracks  over  certain  streets, 251-263 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  Lehigh  Valley 

Transit  Company  for  construction  of  a switch  and  other  facilities  in,..  251-263 

statement  of  accidents  at  grade  crossings  in,  417 

South  Browmsville,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance 
contract  with  the  West  Penn  Electric  Company  for  lighting  streets  of 

borough,  255-311 

South  Hills  Transportation  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  ap- 
proving the  incorporation  of,  .329-355 

Southern  Heat,  Taght  and  Power  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  w’ith  the  Township  of 
Baldwin,  Allegheny  County,  for  the  supplying  of  electricity  in  Town- 
ship,   251-260 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Township  of 
Crescent,  granting  right  to  construct  facilities  in  township, 251-265 


598 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 


Off.  Doc. 


Page. 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Crafton  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  252-271 

Southern  Pennsylvania  Traction  Company, 

Colliday , Frank  H . , vs . , 3-73 

Chester,  Residents  of,  and  vicinity,  vs.,  128-236 

South  Lanesboro,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 415 

South  Langhorne  ihght.  Heat  and  Power  Company,  certiiicate  of  public 
convenience  approving  the  merger  of  said  company  with  certain  other  pub- 
lic service  companies,  329-359 

South  Scranton,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 415 

South  Shore  Railroad  Company  vs.  Pittsburgh  and  Imke  Erie  Railroad  Com- 
pany,   133 

Southwest  Greensburg,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance 
contract  with  the  Westmoreland  Electric  Company  for  lighting  streets 

of  borough,  253-289 

South  Wilkes-Barre,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 415 

South  Williamsport,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance 
contract  with  the  Lycoming  Edison  Company  for  lighting  streets  of 

borough,  252-267 

Spark  arresters,  alleged  inefficiency  of,  on  locomotives  of  Lehigh  Valley 

Railroad  Company,  137-420 

Sparks  from  locomotives,  alleged  damage  to  farm  lands  by  fires  caused 

by,  128-134-231-246 

Spartansburg,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
with  Western  New  York  and  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  for  changing 

grade  and  lowering  tracks,  252-276 

Specter’s  Department  Store  vs.  York  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company, . .19-110-145 

Sperry,  A.  B.,  vs.  Central  District  Telephone  Company, 118-217 

Spotting  Rate  Cases,  135 

Sprenkle,  Curtis  R.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Company,  127-235 

Spreckles  Sugar  Refining  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,...  138 
Spring  Brook  Lumber  Company  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Penn- 
sylvania,   109-177 

Spring  Grove,  excessive  rate  on  shipment  from  Enon  Valley  from, 127-235 

Springboro  Independent  Telephone  Company,  certificate  of  public  conve- 
nience, approving  the  incorporation  of,  330-364 

Spring  Grove,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  waste  paper  from  Philadelphia  to,  4-62-122-220 
Spring  Grove,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 

with  the  Conewago  Gas  Company  for  construction  of  gas  works, 252-275 

Springfield  Consolidated  Water  Company, 

Callaghan,  M.,  vs.,  116 

Conshohocken,  Residents  of  Borough  of,  vs.,  130 

Deaves  & Moore,  vs.,  134-246 

Clifton  Heights,  Borough  of,  vs.,  133 

Morton,  Borough  of,  vs.,  133 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $124,000 

of  bonds,  382 

Springfield,  Township  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
with  the  Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  and  Electric  Company  for  construc- 
tion of  facilities,  253-283 

Springdale,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 
the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  granting  right  to  lay  water  pipe  under 
right  of  way,  253-293 
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Station,  relocation  of,  at  Fortuna,  127 

Station  agent,  protest  against  removal  of,  at  Wolfsburg,  134 

alleged  inadequacy  of,  18-72-126-129 

alleged  inadequate,  at  Blossburg,  19-110-143 

alleged  inadequate,  at  Kingsville,  127 

alleged  inadequate,  at  Minersville,  4-107-147 

alleged  inadequate,  at  Reading,  130-246 

alleged  inadequate,  at  West  Lebanon,  124 

at  Eagleville,  3-30 

at  Emporium  Junction,  4-74 

at  Juniata,  6-50 

at  Mifflinburg,  3-48 

at  Wilkes-Barre,  15-49 

at  Skinner’s  Eddy,  130 

at  West  Fairview,  14-39 

Stations,  general  order  providing  for  drinking  water  at,  451 

Star  Brick,  request  for  flag  stop  at,  19-60 

Statutory  notice,  general  order  regulating  issuing  rates  on  less  than,  459 

Steamship  and  navigation  companies,  statement  of  accidents  to  employes  and 

others,  January  1,  1914,  to  June  30,  1914,  427 

Steam  heating  service,  alleged  excessive  and  discriminatory  rate  for,  120-218 

Steelton,  alleged  inadequate  railway  service  between  Harrisburg  and, 13-109-160 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  417 

Stevens,  A.  L.,  vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company,  9-28 

Steinbach,  Max,  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company,  20-110-151 

Stephenson,  G.  H.,  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  ...  116-193 

Stevens,  H.  M.,  vs.  Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Company,  18-59 

Stebenson,  Sperring  and  Company  vs.  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River 

Railroad  Company,  121-205 

Stone, 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  129 

alleged  excessive  rate  on.  Trap  Rock  to  Birdsboro,  135 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Conshohocken  to  Philadelphia,  122 

rate  on,  Foxcroft  to  Philadelphia,  115 

Stouffer,  Edwin  D.,  vs.  Chambersburg,  Greencastle  and  Waynesboro  Rail- 
way Company,  117 

Strayhorn,  A.  M.,  et  al.  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,  131 

Street  car  service,  7-19-74-344 

Street  railways, 

classification  of  accidents  to  employes,  passengers,  trespassers  and 

others,  406 

tabulation  showing  percentage  of  fatalities  in  each  class  of  persons  to 

the  total  number  of  accidents,  406 

summary  of  reports  of  accidents  on,  July  27,  1913,  to  June  30,  1914,  408 

general  order  regulation  occupancy  of  front  platform  of  cars  of,  454 

statement  of  causes  of  accidents  on,  January  1,  1914,  to  June  30,  1914,..  410 

Stroudsburg,  rate  on  coal  from  Moosic  to,  7-70 

Stroudsburg  and  Bushkill  Telephone  Company  vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Com- 
pany of  Pennsylvania,  137-193 

Subway,  ordinance  contract  for  construction  of,  at  Long’s  Crossing,  Greene 

Township,  Franklin  County,  270 

Subways,  ordinance  contract  for  construction  of,  in  Harrisburg,  270 

Summerdale,  alleged  refusal  to  furnish  electric  lighting  service  at,  119-223 

Summerville,  ajleged  dejay  in  transfer  of  freight  at,  14-53 
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Borough  of,  vs.  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Company,  21-112-162 

rate  on  soap  from  Ashland  to,  17-66 

Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the 
Panther  Valley  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  for  lighting- 

streets  of  borough,  254-304 

Sun  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  Baltimore  and  Ohio 
Railroad  Company,  AVestern  Maryland  Railway  Company  and  New  York 

Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  137 

S unbury , 

statements  of  accidents  at  grade  crossings  in,  416-417 

report  of  accidents  at  grade  crossing  at  Second  Street  in,  97 

Sunbury  Table  M^orks  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Company,  ..  119-185 

Supplements  to  tariffs  filed  prior  to  June  30,  1914,  statement  of,  439 

Susquehanna  Township  Water  Company,  Beck,  David  M.,  vs.,  131 

Susquehanna  Traction  Company,  Kinsloe,  J.  B.  G.  tSi  Sons,  vs.,  127-225 

Swank’s,  Hiram,  Sons,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  122-192 

Swanson,  E.  J.,  vs.  Northwestern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Company,  ....20-110-150 

Sweet,  E.  IM . , et  al.  vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company,  127-214 

Switching,  use  of  tracks  on  borough  streets  for,  6-37 

Switching  charges,  21-112-172 

Switching  charges  at  Norristown,  16-21-45-131 

Tamaqua,  Borough  of, 

et  al.  vs.  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Railways  Company,  21-112-162 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  418 

train  connections  at,  139 

Tarentum,  Borough  of.  Bondholders  of  the  Allegheny  Valley  Water  Com- 
pany vs.,  131 

Tarentum  Auto  Transit  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  approving 

the  incorporation  of,  329-347 

Tariff  Circular, 

No.  1,  488 

No.  2,  493 

Tariffs, 

general  order  regulating  notice  of  change  in,  453 

general  order  regulating  filing  of,  with  Commission, 4.56 

rules  and  regulations  governing  form  of,  461 

statement  of,  filed  prior  to  June  30,  1914, 439 

Tate,  H.  W.,  vs.  American  Express  Company,  6-80 

Taylor,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  415 

Telegrams,  alleged  discrimination  in  delivering  to  Western  Union  Telegraph 

Company,  intended  for  Postal  Telegraph-Cable  Company, 4-107-158 

Telephone, 

alleged  undue  delay  in  transferring  to  new  location, 18-47 

alleged  unreasonable  charge  for  removal  of,  to  new  location, 117-195 

protest  against  i-emoval  of  attachment  to  receiver  of, 134 

listing  of,  20-111-144 

refusal  to  install , , 118-197 

Telephone  charges,  alleged  discriminatory,  14-42 

Telephone  companies, 

statement  of  accidents  to  employes  and  others,  January  1,  1914,  to  June 

30,  1914,  427 

Telephone  charges,  alleged  discriminatory,  Moosic  to  Scranton, 109-177 
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Telephone  service, 

alleged  construction  of,  without  permission  of  Commission, 137 

alleged  discrimination  in  rental,  3-107 

alleged  discrimination  in  diverting  telegrams,  4-107-158 

alleged  discrimination  in  contract  for,  19-110-145 

alleged  discrimination  in  rates  for,  118-122-125-128-200-212-226-240 

alleged  discrimination  between  subscribers,  21-111-153 

alleged  excessive  rate,  Saxonburg  to  Pittsburgh,  22-112-176 

alleged  excessive  rates  for,  at  Perry  Exchange,  127-230 

alleged  inadequacy  of,  116-193 

alleged  inefficiency  of,  at  Wilkins  Exchange,  118-217 

alleged  refusal  to  furnish  at  established  rates,  115-183 

alleged  refusal  to  continue  under  rates  in  effect,  117-184 

alleged  refusal  to  install  public  pay  station,  118-197 

alleged  refusal  to  .attach  coin  box  for  use  in  long  distance  calls, 136 

alleged  refusal  to  furnish,  119 

alleged  unjust  rate  for,  11.5-192 

alleged  unjust  and  unreasonable  charge  for  removal  of  instrument, 117-195 

alleged  unjust  increase  in  rates  for,  124-125-200 

alleged  refusal  to  make  physical  connection,  137-193 

alleged  refusal  to  continue  service  except  at  increased  rate, 18-109-146 

furnishing  of,  to  business  houses  in  .Johnstown  at  residence  rates, 5-108-146 

in  borough  of  Milbourne,  5-82 

refusal  to  contract  for  except  at  higher  rate, 4-13-161 

rates  for,  in  .Jeannette,  3 

petition  for  interchange  of,  1.30 

at  Melrose,  123 

removal  of  attachment  to  receiver  of  instrument,  134-247 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  the  incorporation  of  the  Farm- 
ers’ Telephone  Company,  345 

contract  for  construction  of  facilities  in  Haverford  Township,  Delaware 

County,  306 

onlinance  contract  granting  free  service  to  the  Borough  of  Austin 318 

ordinance  contract  for  construction  of  facilities  in  the  Borough  of  Baden , 296 

ordinance  contract  for  construction  of  facilities  in  the  Borough  of  Green- 
ville,   282 

ordinance  contract  for  construction  of  facilities  in  the  Borough  of 

Myerstown , 292 

ordinance  contract  for  construction  of  facilities  in  the  Borough  of 

New  Cumberland,  278 

ordinance  contract  for  construction  of  facilities  in  the  Borough  of 

Dover,  278 

ordinance  contract  for  construction  of  facilities  in  the  Borough  of 

Ivingston , 277 

ordinance  contract  granting  free  service  to  the  Borough  of  J.ehighton,. . 317 

ordinance  contract  for  construction  of  facilities  in  the  Borough  of 

Mount  Wolf,  277 

ordinance  contract  for  construction  of  facilities  in  the  Borough  of 

West  Chester,  303 

ordinance  contract  for  construction  of  facilities  in  the  Borough  of 

Sharpsburg,  292 

ordinance  contract  for  construction  of  facilities  in  the  Borough  of 

Sewickley,  291 
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Telephone  rates,  at  Perry  Exchange,  127-230 

Terminal  Coal  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  8-108-148 

Ties, 

alleged  excessive  rate  on,  5-19-35-85 

alleged  overcharge  from  Mercersburg  and  Richmond  to  West  Point, 19-83 

alleged  unreasonable  rate  on,  from  Oil  City,  5-107-171 

Tionesta,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  household  goods  to  Warren  from, 139 

Titusville,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  oil  from  Wolford  to, 108 

Towanda  Business  Men’s  Association  vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company,  8-25 

Thayer,  Solon  C.,  et  al.  vs.  Beaver  Valley  Water  Company, 131 

Thompson, 

.Tames,  and  M.  A.  Hanna  and  Company  vs.  Erie  County  Electric 

Company,  127 

John  S.,  vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Company,  117-195 

Trafford,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 

the  Philadelphia  Company  for  transporting  gas  over  viaduct  in, 251-259 

Train  regulations,  16-45 

Train  service,  19-44-57-120 

.alleged  inadequ.acy  of,  8-16-77-84-108-119-131-143-167-223-220 

alleged  inadequacy  of,  between  Chambersburg  and  Shippousburg, 21-112-169 

alleged  inadequacy  of,  between  Clearfield  and  Irvona, 21-111-179 

alleged  inadequacy  of,  between  Harrisburg  and  Benton, 139 

alleged  inadequacy  of,  between  Knoxville  and  Wellsboro, 124-233 

alleged  inadequacy  of,  between  Plains  and  Pocono,  129 

alleged  inadequacy  of,  to  points  north  of  Phoenixville, 14-109-163 

alleged  inadequacy  of,  between  Treverton  and  Dunklebergers, 7-25 

alleged  inadequacy  of,  between  Wilkes-Barre  and  White  Haven, 8-60 

alleged  inadequacy  of,  between  Sayre  and  Tunkhannock, 127-214 

alleged  inefficiency  of,  17-124-229 

alleged  irregularity  of,  18-48 

alleged  insufficient  heat  in  cars,  125-221 

.alleged  insufficiency  of,  on  White’s  Creek  Branch,  118-208 

alleged  insufficient  number  of  coaches  on  train , Blairsville  Intersection 

to  Indiana,  123-207 

alleged  overcrowded  condition  of  train,  .Tohnstown  to  East  Liberty, 126-211 

alleged  delay  in  shipment  of  trees,  Dallas  to  Paxinos,  123-210 

alleged  unsatisfactory  condition  of,  between  Langhorne  and  Langhorne 

Station,  13-70 

to  and  from  Allentown,  139 

at  Fairview,  122-219 

at  Pine  Grove,  16-77 

on  Pall  Brook  and  Beech  Creek  Branch,  124-229 

Pittsburgh  to  Now  Castle,  120-190 

Rossiter  to  Punxsutawney,  136 

in  re  connections  at  Tamaqua,  139 

between  Wilkes-Barre  and  Philadelphia,  r 17-78 

Train  stop, 

petition  for,  at  Alba,  118-197 

petition  for,  at  Fairview,  122-219 

petition  for,  at  Wolf  Stop,  118-188 

Trap  Rock,  .alleged  excessive  rate  on  stone,  to  Birdshoro  from, 135 

Transfer,  in  the  matter  of  the  granting  of,  137 
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Transfers,  petition  for  establishment  of  system  of, 5-36 

Transfer  companies,  statement  of  accidents  to  employes  and  others,  Janu- 
ary 1,  1914,  to  June  30,  1914,  428 

Transfer  facilities,  alleged  inadequacy  of,  at  Angora,  3-73 

Travelers  Protective  Association  of  America  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad 

Company,  128-229 

Trees,  alleged  delay  in  shipment  of,  Dallas  to  Paxinos,  123-210 

Trenton,  Bristol  and  Philadelphia  Street  Railway  Company,  Tullytown, 

Town  Council  of  Borough  of,  vs.,  22-112—162 

Trespassing,  on  railroad  tracks  in  Lebanon,  123 

Tressler,  Schlegel  & Company  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Com- 
pany,   8-39 

Treverton,  inadequate  train  service  between  Dunklebergers  and, 7-25 

Tri-Cities  Water  Company,  Turney,  Mrs.  James,  vs.,  129-231 

Trolley  cars,  alleged  excessive  height  of  steps  on,  20-110-1.50 

Tullytown,  Town  Council  of  the  Borough  of,  vs.  Trenton,  Bristol  and  Phila- 
delphia Street  Railway  Company,  22-112-162 

Tunkhannock,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  between  Sayre  and, 127-214 

Tunnell,  F.  W.,  & Company,  Incorporated,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad 

Comp, any,  14-53-121-219 

Turney,  Mrs.  James,  vs.  Tri-Cities  Water  Company,  129-231 

Turnpike  companies,  statement  of  accidents  to  employes  and  others,  Janu- 
ary 1,  1914,  to  June  30,  1914,  427 

Turtle  Creek,  Borough  of, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Pennsylvania 
water  Company  for  furnishing  water  for  washing  and  sprinkling  streets,  251-264 
application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Pennsylvania 

Water  Company  for  furnishing  water  for  fire  protection, 251-264 

vs.  Pennsylvania  Water  Company,  1.38 

Turtlepoint,  alleged  excessive  express  rate  from  Port  Allegany  to, 121-200 

Ulrich,  Solomon  P.,  et  al.  vs.  Reading  Suburban  Water  Company, 117-194 

Undergrade  crossing, 

approval  of  construction  of,  in  Peters  Township,  Washington  County,..  375 

approval  of  construction  of,  in  the  Borough  of  Wilkinsburg, .376 

approval  of  construction  of,  in  Allegheny  County,  376 

Uniform  system  of  accounts,  447 

Union  City,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 415 

Union  Railroad  Company  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company, 132 

Uniontown, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Uniontown 
Water  Company  for  furnishing  water  for  fire  protection  and  sewer 

flushing,  2.52-273 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  414 

Uniontown  Water  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
with  the  Borough  of  Uniontown  for  furnishing  water  for  fire  protection 

and  sewer  flushing,  2.52-273 

United  Commercial  Travelers  Association  of  America  vs.  New  York  Central 

and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company, 124-229 

United  Electric  Company, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  conti’act  with  the  Township  of 
Lower  Allen,  Cumberland  County  for  lighting  streets  in  the  village  of 

Elkwood , 253-280 

Sanderson,  M.  V.,  vs.,  119-223 
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United  Mine  Workers  of  America  vs.  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River- 

Railroad  Company,  125-2'21 

United  States  E-xpress  Company, 

Blaney,  S.  D.,  vs.,  19-81 

Canfield,  Wayne,  vs.,  123-210 

Dean,  F.  W.,  vs.,  14-39 

IMoyer,  Gabriel  H.,  vs.,  16-42 

Yerkes,  James  C.,  vs.,  115-184 

LTnion  Switch  and  Signal  Company  vs.  Adams  E.xpress  Company, 128-228 

United  Traction  Company,  Central  Trades  and  Labor  Union  vs., 5-69 

Universal  Ice  and  Cold  Storage  Company,  application  for  certificate  of  pub- 
lic convenience  approving  the  incorporation  of,  329-354 

Universal  Portland  Cement  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,.  132 

Unrivalled  Hosiery  Mill  vs.  Northern  Central  Railroad  Company, 14-29 

Valley  Railroad  Company  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company, 133 

Valley  Railways  Company,  accident  due  to  derailment  of  electric  car, 419 

Valley  Traction  Company,  Rice,  H.  II.,  et  al.  vs.,  5-36 

Van, 

alleged  excessive  express  rate  to  Franklin,  13-34 

alleged  overcharge  on  lumber  from  New  Castle  to, 4-36 

Van  Camp,  D.  W.,  vs.  Plainfield  Rural  Bell  Telephone  Company, 11.5-183 

Van  Loan,  I.  S.,  Company  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Co......  18-73 

Vehicles,  alleged  excessive  rate  for  transportation  of, 139 

Venango  Oil  and  Supply  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 4-26 

Venice,  Village  of,  Washington  County,  approval  of  overhead  crossing  near,  .375 
Versailles  Fuel  Gas  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  con- 
tract with  the  City  of  McKeesport  granting  right  to  lay  gas  main  on  cer- 
tain streets  in  said  city,  2.55-306 

Vickers,  Dilworth  P.,  vs.  Eureka  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company, 123-199 

Vienna,  rate  on  scrap  iron  from  Pittsburgh  to,  4-30 

Vulcan  Crucible  Steel  Company,  et  al . vs.  American  Express  Company,..  4-31 

Wales  .lunction,  ■ alleged  excessive  railway  fare  to  Lansdale  from,  117-195 

Walker,  S.  G.,  & Company,  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway  Com- 
pany,   17-109-143 

Walford,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  oil  from,  6-108 

Walker’s  Mills,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  418 

Wampum,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  George  B. 

Galey,  et  al.,  granting  right  to  construct  supply  pipes  in  the  streets  of 

borough , 2.56-325 

Warner,  Charles,  Company,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  136 

Warren,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  household  goods  from  Tionesta  to,  139 

Warren,  Glen  A.,  vs.  Northern  Central  Railway  Company,  118-197 

Warren  and  Jamestown  Street  Railway  Company,  Geer,  Edward  R.,  vs.,  118-202 

Warrendale,  rate  on  limestone  between  Harmony  .Junction  and,  3-80 

Warren  Street  Railway  Company,  Geer,  Edward  R.,  vs.,  118-202 

AVater  companies,  statement  of  accidents  to  employes  and  others,  .January 

1,  1914,  to  June  30,  1914,  428 

Water  service, 

alleged  discriminatory  rates  for,  .V 125-212 

alleged  excessive  rate  for,  116-12.3-124-128-1.30-131-132-211-133-134-137-218-237 

alleged  failure  to  furnish  at  residence  in  North  Riverton,  117-189 

alleged  inadequacy  of,  116-117-130-131-134-137-184-194-196 

alleged  injustice  of  requiring  payment  for,  in  advance,  128-244 
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alleged  injustice  in  rates  for,  131 

alleged  refusal  to  furnish,  unless  arrearages  in  water  rent  are  paid,  130-229 

alleged  refusal  to  extend  main,  134-246 

alleged  refusal  to  furnish,  136 

refusal  to  furnish  unless  payments  are  made  in  advance,  129-231 

alleged  unjust  increase  in  rates  for,  125-216 

alleged  unjust  and  unreasonable  rates  for,  131 

alleged  unjust  and  arbitrary  charge  for,  125 

alleged  unreasonable  rates  for,  130 

certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  the  purchase  of  the  property 
and  franchises  of  the  Martinsburg  Water  Company  by  the  Borough  of 

Martinsburg,  342 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  an  amendment  or  supplement 

to  the  charter  of  the  Palmer  Township  Water  Company,  345 

certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  an  amendment  or  supplement 

to  the  charter  of  the  West  Easton  Water  Company,  345 

certificate  of  public  convenience  authorizing  the  purchase  of  the  prop- 
erty and  franchises  of  the  Richland  Water  Company  by  the  Borough  of 

Richland,  344 

contract  for  furnishing  water  for  fire  protection  to  the  Borough  of  Wells- 

boro,  322 

contract  for  sale  of  water  plant  to  the  Borough  of  Ambridge,  267 

objection  to  payment  of  bills  for,  in  advance,  128 

ordinance  contract  to  lay  water  pipe  under  right  of  way  of  railroad  near 

Barmouth  Station,  293 

ordinance  contract  to  lay  water  pipe  under  right  of  way  of  railroad  in 

Borough  of  Springdale,  293 

ordinance  contract  for  furnishing  water  for  fire  protection  in  the  Borough 

of  East  Washington,  296 

ordinance  contract  for  furnishing  water  for  fire  protection  in  the  Borough 

of  Pitcairn,  251-265 

ordinance  contract  for  furnishing  water  for  fire  protection  in  the  Borough 

of  Turtle  Creek,  251-264 

ordinance  contract  for  furnishing  water  in  the  Borough  of  Union  town,  ..  273 

protest  of  Consolidated  Water  Company  against  Borough  of  Couders- 
port  constructing  and  operating  water  plant  without  the  approval  of  the 

Commission,  339 

protest  against  patrons  being  required  to  pay  for  installation  of  meters,  115-208 

regulations  governing  installation  of,  116 

Water  utilities,  rules  and  regulations  pertaining  to,  481 

Waterville,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  lumber  to  Lansford  from 126-214 

Waste  paper,  alleged  excessive  rate  on,  Philadelphia  to  Spring  Grove,  122-220 

Washington,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
with  the  Relief  Electric  Ifight,  Heat  and  Power  Company  for  construction 

of  facilities,  253-289 

Waynesboro,  alleged  excessive  fare  between  Greencastle  and,  117 

Waynesboro  Water  Company,  Pastor  Brothers  vs.,  123-211 

Waynesburg  & Washington  Railroad  Company,  McDonald,  ,T.  Sharon,  vs.  ,20-110-144 
Wellsboro,  alleged  inadequate  train  service  between  Knoxville  and  Borough  of  124-233 
application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Wellsboro  Water  Company, 

for  furnishing  water  for  fire  protection,  256-322 

Wellsboro  Water  Company,  application  for  approval  of  contract  for  furnish- 
ing water  for  fire  protection  to  the  Borough  of  Wellsboro,  256-322 
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Wells,  Fargo  and  Company  Express,  Pearsall,  J.  B.,  vs.,  16-109-154 

Weltmer’s,  A.  IM.,  Sons,  vs.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company,  127-225 

West  Brunswick  Township  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company, 
certificate  of  public  convenience  approving  the  sale  of  the  property  and 

franchises  to  the  Auburn  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  361 

West  Chester  Street  Railway  Company,  Coatesville,  Residents  of,  vs.,  3-63 

West  Chester,  Borough  of, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  The  Bell  Telephone 


Company  of  Pennsylvania  for  construction  of  facilities,  254-303 

statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  418 

West  Deer,  Township  of,  Allegheny  County, 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake 
Erie  Railroad  Company  granting  right  to  construct  crossing  below 

grade,  255-314 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and 
Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company  granting  right  to  change  location  of  pub- 
lic highway,  255-315 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake 
Erie  Railroad  Company  granting  right  to  construct  temporary  over- 
head crossing,  255-315 

application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Pittsburgh,  Bessemer  and  Lake 
Erie  Railroad  Company  granting  right  to  construct  crossing  below 


grade,  255-316 

West  Easton  Water  Company,  certificate  of  public  convenience  approving 

an  amendment  or  supplement  to  charter  of,  329-345 

West  Elizabeth,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  416 

Western  iMaryland  Railroad  Company, 

Glatfelter,  P.  H.,  Company,  vs.,  122-220 

Helb,  Theodore  B.,  vs.,  20-110-145 

'Wingert,  A.  D.,  etal.  vs.,  21-112-169 

Sun  Company  vs.,  137 

Western  New  York  and  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  application  for 
approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of  Spartansburg  for 

changing  grade  and  lowering  tracks,  252-276 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  Myers,  Frank  P.,  vs.,  20-111-144 

West  Fail-view, 

station  facilities  at,  14-39 

Borough  Council  of,  vs.  Northern  Central  Railway  Company,  14-39 

West  Grove,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  West 

Grove  Borough  Light  Company  for  construction  of  facilities,  256-321 

West  Grove  Borough  Light  Company,  application  for  approval  of  contract 

with  the  Borough  of  West  Grove  for  construction  of  facilities,  256-321 

West  Hazleton,  Borough  of,  vs.  Lehigh  Coal  and  Navigation  Company,  ...  121-199 
West  Hoffman  Station,  report  of  Investigator  of  Accidents  on  derailment  of 

car  on  Pittsburgh  and  Butler  Street  Railway  Company,  near,  425 

West  Houtzdale  Water  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with 

respect  to  the  issuance  of  $5,000  of  notes,  394 

West  Lebanon,  alleged  inadequate  station  facilities  at,  124 

Westmoreland  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect 

to  the  issuance  of  $839,000  of  bonds,  388 

Westmoreland  County,  Residents  of,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany,   21-111-151 
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Westmoreland  Electric  Company,  Page, 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Southwest  Greensburg'  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  253-289 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Borough  of 

Greensburg  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  255-311 

Westmort.'land  Specialty  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,...  136 
Westmoreland  Water  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  re- 
spect to  the  issuance  of  $535,000  of  bonds,  389 

West  Middlesex, 

Borough  Council  of,  vs.  Republic  Railway  and  Light  Company,  20-111-164 

alleged  excessive  fare  to  Sharon  from,  20-111-164 

West  Milton,  alleged  insanitary  condition  of  cars  from  Milton  to,  128-236 

West  Penn  Electric  Company, 


application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
Coal  Centre  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  ... 

with 

the 

Borough 

of 

255-311 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
Monessen  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  

with 

the 

Borough 

of 

253-290 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
of  New  Eagle  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  . 

with 

the 

Borough 

of 

253-290 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
Roscoe  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  

with 

the 

Borough 

of 

255-310 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract 
South  Brownsville  for  lighting  streets  of  borou 

with 
gh,  .. 

the 

Borough 

of 

255-310 

West  Penn  Light  and  Power  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance 
contract  with  the  Borough  of  Avonmore  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  ..  253-290 

West  Penn  Railways  Company,  Dougherty,  Charles,  vs.,  4-68 

West  Penn  Traction  Company, 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

$7,700,000  of  bonds,  389 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  re,ppect  to  the  issuance  of 

$15,800,000  of  bonds,  390 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

$162,000  of  bonds,  391 

certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 

$2,157,000  of  bonds,  392 

West  Pittston,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  415 

West  Reading  Fire  Company  No.  1 vs.  West  Reading  Water  Company,  ..  134 

West  Reading  Water  Company,  West  Reading  Fire  Company  No.  1 vs., 134 

West  Salisbury,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  fertilizer  to,  14-53-121-219 

West  Reading  Water  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  re- 
spect to  the  issuance  of  $5,000  of  capital  stock,  385 

West  View,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  the  Duquesne  Light 

Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  251-265 

Wherry,  W.  R.,  vs.  Altoona  Northern  Railroad  Company,  21-111-149 

Whildin,  Evan  T.,  vs.  Central  Railroad  Company  of  New  Jersey,  139 

Whipple,  C.  A.,  vs.  Lehigh  and  New  England  Railroad  Company,  17-66 

White  Haven,  alleged  inadequacy  of  train  service  between  Wilkes-Barre  and,  8-60 

White’s  Creek  Branch,  alleged  insufficiency  of  train  service  on,  118-208 

Whittaker,  Borough  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with 

the  Duquesne  Light  Company  for  lighting  streets  of  borough,  251-261 

White,  William,  Jr.,  vs.  The  Boll  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  ..  122 

White,  W.  J.,  vs.  T.  W.  Philips  Gas  and  Oil  Company,  117-186 

Whitehall  Cement  Manufacturing  Company  vs.  Philadelphia  and  Reading 

Railway  Company  and  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company,  130 

Whistling  of  locomotives,  .alleged  nuisance  of,  I5.34 
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alleged  inadequacy  of  train  service  between  ^Vhite  Haven  and,  8-60 

alleged  excessive  fare  to  Dallas  from,  121 

City  of,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Wilkes- 

Barre  Light  Company  for  construction  of  facilities,  254-296 

and  vicinity,  residents  of,  vs.  Wilkes-Barre  and  Eastern  Railroad  Com- 
pany,   108-167 

Wilkes-Barre, 

report  of  accident  at  Ilazle  Street  crossing  of  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  in  96 

statement  of  accidents  at  grade  crossings  in,  414-415 

station  facilities  at,  15-49 

train  service  between  Philadelphia  and,  17-78 

Wilkes-Barre,  Dallas  and  Harvey’s  Lake  Railway  Company,  Garringer, 

W.  R.,  vs.,  121-227 

Wilkes-Barre  and  Eastern  Railroad  Company, 

Palmer,  C.  H.,  vs.,  7-70 

Wilkes-Barre,  Residents  of,  and  vicinity,  vs.,  8-108-167 

Wilkes-Barre  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  Mechanical  Refrigerating  Com- 
pany vs.,  115-190 

Wilkes-Barre  Light  Company,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  con- 
tract with  the  City  of  Wilkes-Barre  for  construction  of  facilities, 254-296 

W^ilkes-Barre  Railway  Company, 

Kopan,  Edriga,  vs.,  20-110-1.50 

Fischer,  E.,  vs.,  5-.32 

Williamsport,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 417 

Wilmerding,  application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  Company  for  construction  of  storm  conduit  and  sewer 

pipe  under  railroad  tracks,  254-303 

M'’ilkinsburg,  » 

statement  of  accident  at  grade.crossing  in, 416 

approval  of  undergrade  crossings  in,  .376 

Borough  of,  approval  of  construction  of  overhead  crossings  in,  376 

abolition  of  grade  crossings  in,  376 

application  for  approval  of  ordinance  contract  with  the  Pennsylvania 
Railroad  Company  for  abolition  of  grade  crossings  and  vacation  of 

certain  streets  in  borough,  25.5-307 

Wilkins  Exchange,  alleged  inefficiency  of  telephone  service  at,  118-217 

Wilkinsburg,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in,  418 

Wilmington,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  chickens  from  Grove  City,  to, 16-109-154 

W’^illiams  Valley  Railroad,  alleged  refusal  to  route  freight  via, 14-29 

Wilmerding,  application  for  approval  of  contract  with  the  Pennsylvania 

Railroad  Company  granting  right  to  lay  water  pipe  across  tracks, 2.56-.S24 

Wilson,  .1.  M.,  et  al.  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 120-187 

Wineland,  .John  L.,  et  al.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 18-109-1.59 

Windber  Telephone  Company,  .Tohnstown  Telephone  Company  vs.,  130 

Windfall  Gas  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed  by,  with  respect  to 

the  issuance  of  $6,400  of  capital  stock,  380 

Wingert,  A.  D.,  et  al.  vs.  Western  Maryland  Railroad  Company, 21-112-169 

Wire,  coppered,  alleged  excessive  rate  on,  18-73 

Wissahickon,  petition  for  train  stop  at,  119-191 

Witmer,  f?.  E.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  6-37 

Wolf,  .Tames  L.,  vs.  Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Company,  18-190 

Wolf,  P.  C.,  vs.  Buffalo  and  Lake  Erie  Traction  Company, 118-188 

Wolcott,  J.  S.,  vs.  Dents  Run  Railroad  Company,  18-79 
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Wolf  Stop,  petition  for  train  stop  at,  118-188 

Wolfsburg,  protest  against  removal  of  station  agent  at, 134 

Women’s  Club  of  Aspinwall,  vs.  Allegheny  Valley  Street  Railway  Com- 
pany,   7-65 

Wood,  A.  M.,  Company  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and  Philadel- 
phia and  Reading  Railway  Company,  16-45 

Woodlawn,  proposed  removal  of  express  office  from  Aliquippa  to, 4-31 

Woodbourne,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  cattle  from, 120 

Woodlyn,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 414 

Worth,  alleged  excessive  rate  on  lumber  from,  122-217 

Wright,  Oliver  M.,  et  al.  vs.  Central  District  Telephone  Co., 127-230 

Wyalusing  Hay  Company 

vs.  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company,  118-197 

vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  15-54 

Wyoming  Valley  Water  Supply  Company,  certificate  of  notification  filed 

by,  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  $30,000  of  bonds,  395 

Terkes,  D.  M., 

vs.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  5-82 

vs.  Adams  Express  Company,  122-235 

Yerkes,  James  C.,  vs.  United  States  Express  Company,  115-184 

York, 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  coal  from  the  Clearfield  district  to, 14-129-156 

alleged  excessive  rate  on  beer  kegs  to  East  Berlin  from, 20-110-145 

York,  Hanover  and  Frederick  Railroad  Company,  et  al.,  certificate  of  public 
convenience  approving  the  merger  and  consolidation  with  Central  Railroad 

of  Maryland,  330-364 

York,  Manufacturers’  Association  of,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co., 14-129-156 

York  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company, 

Spector’s  Department  Store  vs.,  19-110-145 

Group,  W.  G.,  vs.,  21-111-153 

York  Water  Company,  Frey,  V.  K.,  vs.,  128-244 

Young,  G.  F.,  vs.  Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Company,  17-72 

Young,  John,  vs.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company 123-213 

Zelnicker,  W.  A.,  Supply  Company  vs.  Kane  and  Elk  Railroad  Co.,  126-211 

Zeno,  statement  of  accident  at  grade  crossing  in, 415 

Zuch,  Mrs.  Grace,  vs.  Adams  Express  Company, 17-42 
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